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District Judge 
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Date: 211 112009 
Time: 11 :21 AM 
Page 1 of 8 
Fifth Judicial District Court - Twin Falls Countv User: COOPE @ ROA Report 
- 
Case: CR-2000-0000830 Current Judge: Randy J. Stoker 
Defendant: Jensen. Vickie Arlene 
State of Idaho vs. Vickie Arlene Jensen 
Date Code User 
AFFD 
MlSC 
MI SC 
AFFD 
MlSC 
MlSC 
l NDT 
RMK9 
WAR1 
WART 
HRSC 
MOTN 
MlSC 
ORDR 
MlSC 
RESP 
MOTN 
MlSC 
ARRN 
APNG 
CMlN 
ORDR 
MlSC 
NOTC 
MlSC 
ORDR 
LODG 
MlSC 
MOTN 
MlSC 
HRSC 
MlSC 
MlSC 
SUPR 
BOLTON 
BOLTON 
BOLTON 
BOLTON 
BOLTON 
BOLTON 
COOLEY 
COOLEY 
COOLEY 
DJONES 
VANDER 
VANCE 
VANCE 
VANCE 
VANCE 
VANCE 
VANCE 
VANCE 
VANDER 
VANDER 
VANDER 
VANDER 
VANDER 
VANCE 
VANCE 
VANDER 
VANCE 
VANCE 
VANCE 
VANCE 
VANDER 
VAN C E 
VANCE 
VANCE 
VANDER 
Affidavit For Warrant Of Detention 
Warrant Of Detention 
Return Of Warrant Of Detention 
Affidavit Of Curtis Gambrel For Search Warr 
Search Warrant 
Inventory And Return Of Search Warrant 
Indictment 
lndt 
Warrant Issued - Arrest "no Bond Set" 
Warrant Returned 
Hearing Scheduled - Arraignment (0312012000) 
Roger Burdick 
Motion For Appointment Of Counsel At County 
Expense 
Order Appointment Of Counsel At County 
Expense 
Response To Request For Discoverylplaintiff 
Motion And Order For Preparation Of Grand 
Jury Transcript At County Expense 
Arraignment 1 First Appearance 
Appear & Plead Not Guilty 
Court Minutes 
Order For Preparation Of Transcript At 
County Expense 
Notice Of Intent To Seek Death Penalty 
Investigation, And Other Costs: "money 
Order 
Lodged:memorandum In Support Of Motion For 
Costs Of Expert Assistance "money Judge" 
Motion Re Costs Of Expert Assistance, 
Judge" 
Hearing Scheduled - Status- (0410612000) Roger 
Burdick 
Victum's Rights Notification Form 
Victum's Rights Notification Form 
Supplemental Response To Request For 
Discovery 
Interim Hearing Held - Status- Ncmin 
Judge 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
i s , .  6 
Date: 211 1/2009 
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Page 2 of 8 
Fifth Judi@Di~t~;~;;~;~Twin Falls County 0 User: COOPE 
Case: CR-2000-0000830 Current Judge: Randy J. Stoker 
Defendant: Jensen, Vickie Arlene 
State of Idaho vs. Vickie Arlene Jensen 
Date Code User Judae 
NJTO 
HRSC 
VANDER 
VANDER 
Notice Of Jury Trial And Scheduling Order Roger Burdick 
Hearing Scheduled - Pre-trial Conference Roger Burdick 
(1 1/07/2000) Roger Burdick 
JTSC VANDER Jury Trial Scheduled - (1 2/05/2000) Roger Roger Burdick 
Burdick 
TRAN 
MlSC 
AKSV 
SUPR 
BOLTON 
BOLTON 
BOLTON 
VANCE 
Transcript Filed(grand Jury Proceedings & Roger Burdick 
Return Of Indictment) Roger Burdick 
Acknowledgment Of Service Roger Burdick 
Supplemental Response To Request For Roger Burdick 
Discovery 
Supplemental Response To Request For Roger Burdick 
Discovery 
Motion To Transport Roger Burdick 
SUPR HYMAS 
MOTN 
NOHG 
SUPR 
HYMAS 
HYMAS 
HYMAS 
Notice Of Hearing Roger Burdick 
Supplemental Response To Request For Roger Burdick 
Discovery 
Notice Of Hearing Roger Burdick NOHG 
SUPR 
VANDER 
HYMAS Supplemental Response To Request For Roger Burdick 
Discovery 
Supplemental Response To Request For Roger Burdick 
Discovery 
Scheduling Order Roger Burdick 
Hearing Scheduled - (1010512000) Roger Burdick Roger Burdick 
Hearing Scheduled - (1 1/06/2000) Roger Burdick Roger Burdick 
SUPR HYMAS 
SCHE 
H RSC 
HRSC 
HRSC 
VANDER 
VANDER 
VANDER 
VANDER Hearing Scheduled - Questionaires (1 111 612000) Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Notice Of Hearing Roger Burdick 
Motion To Reschedule Hearing Roger Burdick 
NOHG 
MOTN 
AFFD 
MlSC 
MlSC 
HRSC 
HYMAS 
HYMAS 
HYMAS 
HYMAS 
HY MAS 
VANDER 
Affidavit Of H. Scott Wallace In Support Of Roger Burdick 
Defendant's Ex-parte Motion For Expert Roger Burdick 
Assistance Roger Burdick 
Hearing Scheduled - Expert Witness (0811 112000) Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Statement Of Account Craig W. Beaver Ph.d. Roger Burdick 
Court Minutes Roger Burdick 
Case Taken Under Advisement Roger Burdick 
STMT 
CMlN 
ADVS 
RMK9 
ORDR 
H RVC 
REQU 
MlSC 
BARTLETT 
VANDER 
VANDER 
VANDER 
VANDER 
MOORHEAD 
BARTLETT 
BARTLETT 
Not Ula Roger Burdick 
Order Roger Burdick 
Hearing Vacated Roger Burdick 
Request For Reimbursement Of Expert Witness Roger Burdick 
\ ,  
Expenses Roger Burdick 
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ROA Report 
Case: CR-2000-0000830 Current Judge: Randy J. Stoker 
Defendant: Jensen, Vickie Arlene 
State of Idaho vs. Vickie Arlene Jensen 
Date Code User 
User: COOPE 
Judge 
SUPR BARTLETT Supplemental Response To Request For 
Discovery 
Roger Burdick 
MOTN 
MlSC 
STlP 
MI SC 
ORDR 
MlSC 
HRVC 
NOST 
NOTC 
MlSC 
CMlN 
CPGT 
HRVC 
H RVC 
H RVC 
REQU 
MlSC 
REQU 
MlSC 
MOTN 
MlSC 
ORDR 
MlSC 
MOTN 
MI SC 
ORDR 
MlSC 
PSR 
MlSC 
MlSC 
MlSC 
HRSC 
MlSC 
HRVC 
BARTLETT 
BARTLETT 
BARTLETT 
BARTLETT 
VANDER 
VANDER 
VANDER 
VANDER 
VANDER 
VANDER 
VANDER 
VANDER 
VANDER 
VANDER 
VANDER 
BARTLETT 
BARTLETT 
BARTLETT 
BARTLETT 
BARTLETT 
BARTLETT 
VANDER 
VANDER 
BARTLETT 
BARTLETT 
BOLTON 
BOLTON 
VANDER 
VANDER 
MCMULLEN 
MCMULLEN 
VANDER 
REDDlCK 
VANDER 
Ex-parte Motion For Full-contact Visits With 
Defendant's Family 
Stipulation For Full-contact Visit With 
Defendant's Family 
Order For Full Contact Visit With Defendants 
Family 
Hearing Vacated 
Notice Of Sentencing Hearing And Order 
Regarding Preparation For Sentencing Hearing 
Notice Of Withdrawal Of Intent To Seek 
Death Peanlty 
Court Minutes 
Change Plea To Guilty Before Hlt 
Hearing Vacated 
Hearing Vacated - Questionaires 
Hearing Vacated - Jury Trial 
Request For Reimbursement Of Expert Witness 
Expenses (mary C. Goody) 
Request For Reimbursement Of Expert Witness 
Expenses (craig W. Beaver, Ph.d.) 
Ex-parte Motion To Allow Psychologist 
Physical Access To Defendant 
Order Allowing Psychologist Physicial 
Access To Defendant 
Ex-parte Motion To Allow Psychologist 
Physical Access To Defendant 
Order Allowing Psychologist Physical Access 
To Defendant 
Presentence Report 
Addendum Presentence Investigation Report 
Request For Reimbursement Of Expert Witness 
Expenses 
Hearing Scheduled - Sentencing (0210212001) 
Roger Burdick 
Addendum Presentence lnvestigation Report 
Hearing Vacated 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
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Fifth Judicial District Court -Twin Falls Countv 
ROA Report 
Case: CR-2000-0000830 Current Judge: Randy J. Stoker 
Defendant: Jensen. Vickie Arlene 
State of Idaho vs. Vickie Arlene Jensen 
Date Code User Judge 
User: COOPE 
H RSC 
SUPR 
OBJC 
N OTC 
MlSC 
CMlN 
INHD 
ORDR 
M ISC 
CONT 
CMlN 
lNHD 
ORDR 
MlSC 
MOTN 
MlSC 
INHD 
CMlN 
ORDR 
MlSC 
ORDR 
ORDR 
MOTN 
MlSC 
ORDR 
MI SC 
HRHD 
HRHD 
CMlN 
ORDR 
MlSC 
FJDE 
SNlC 
JCOC 
ORDR 
MlSC 
VANDER 
NICKERS 
NICKERS 
NICKERS 
NICKERS 
VANDER 
VANDER 
VANDER 
VANDER 
VANDER 
VANDER 
VANDER 
VANDER 
VANDER 
NICKERS 
NICKERS 
VANDER 
VANDER 
VANDER 
NICKERS 
VANDER 
VANDER 
VANDER 
VANDER 
VANDER 
VANDER 
VANDER 
VANDER 
VANDER 
VANDER 
VANDER 
VANDER 
VANDER 
VANDER 
VANDER 
VANDER 
Hearing Scheduled - Sentencing (02/07/2001) Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Supplemental Response To Request For Roger Burdick 
Discovery 
Objection Roger Burdick 
Notice Of Intent To Present Evidence In Roger Burdick 
Aggravation Of Sentencing Roger Burdick 
Court Minutes Roger Burdick 
Interim Hearing Held Roger Burdick 
Order Setting Scheduling For Sentencing Roger Burdick 
Hearings Roger Burdick 
Continued 
Court Minutes 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Interim Hearing Held Roger Burdick 
Order Setting Cuttoff Dates For Sentencing Roger Burdick 
Hearing Roger Burdick 
Motion To Release Photographs Submitted Roger Burdick 
During Grand Jury Proceeding Roger Burdick 
Interim Hearing Held Roger Burdick 
Court Minutes Roger Burdick 
Order Denying Release Of Photographs Roger Burdick 
Report Of Neuropsychologic Examination Roger Burdick 
Ex Parte Motion For Transport Order Roger Burdick 
Order To Transport Roger Burdick 
Motion Allowing Defendant To Wear Civilian Roger Burdick 
Clothes For Sentencing Roger Burdick 
Order Allowing Defendant To Wear Civilian Roger Burdick 
Clothes For Sentencing Roger Burdick 
Hearing Held - Psr 
Hearing Held 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Court Minutes Roger Burdick 
Request To Obtain Approval To Broadcast Roger Burdick 
Andlor Photograph A Court Proceeding Roger Burdick 
Final Judgement, Order Or Decree Entered Roger Burdick 
Sentenced To Incarceration Roger Burdick 
Judgment Of Conviction & Order Of Commitment Roger Burdick 
Request To Obtain Approval To Broadcast Roger Burdick 
And/or Photograph A Court Proceeding Roger Burdick '. : '  ' 
Date: 211 1/2009 
Time: 11 :21 AM 
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Defendant: Jensen, Vickie Arlene 
State of Idaho vs. Vickie Arlene Jensen 
Date Code User Judge 
REQU 
MlSC 
CSCP 
HRSC 
BARTLETT 
BARTLETT 
VANDER 
Request For Reimbursement Of Expert Witness Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Expenses 
Case Status Closed But Pending 
Hearing Scheduled - Restitution (0411 712001) 
Roger Burdick 
CONT 
H RSC 
VANDER 
VANDER 
Continued - Restitution Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick Hearing Scheduled - Restitution (04/24/2001) 
Roger Burdick 
Supplemental Response To Request For 
Discovery 
Roger Burdick SUPR BARTLETT 
Continued - Restitution Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
CONT 
APSC 
NOAP 
ORDR 
MlSC 
MI SC 
NOTC 
MlSC 
H RSC 
VANDER 
VANDER 
VANDER 
VANDER 
VANDER 
VANDER 
MOORHEAD 
MOORHEAD 
VANDER 
Appealed To The Supreme Court 
Notice Of Appeal 
Notice And Order Appointing State Appellate 
Public Defender In Direct Appeal 
Clerk's Certificate Of Appeal 
Notice Of Appeal (sct) 
Filing Of Clerk's Certificate (sct) 
Hearing Scheduled - Status (06121 12001 ) Roger 
Burdick 
Hearing Held - Status- Informal 
Filed "notice Of Transcript Lodged" (sct) 
Reporter's Transcript On Appeal 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
HRHD 
MlSC 
TRAN 
MORE 
MlSC 
SCDF 
VANDER 
MOORHEAD 
BARTLETT 
BARTLETT 
BARTLETT 
BARTLETT 
Motion For Reconsideration Of Sentence Under 
Rule 35 
Supreme Court Document Filed-appeal Record 
Filedlapp. Brief(s) Due (cr) 
Supreme Court Document Filed-notice Of 
Assignment Of Counsel 
Order On Motion For Reconsideration Of 
Roger Burdick SCDF BARTLETT 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
Roger Burdick 
ORDR 
MlSC 
SCDF 
VANDER 
VANDER 
BARTLETT 
Sentence Under Rule 35 
Supreme Court Document Filed-document Filedl 
All Due Dates Suspended 
Supreme Court Document Filed-transmittal Of 
Document 
Roger Burdick SCDF BARTLETT 
BARTLETT Supreme Court Document Filed-order Granting 
Motion To Stay Appellate Process 
Roger Burdick SCDF 
BARTLETT Supreme Court Document Filed-briefing 
Resumed Appellant Brief(s) Due 
Roger Burdick SCDF 
Supreme Court Document Filed-mot. To Augmeni 
Filedldue Dates Not Suspended 
t Roger Burdick SCDF BARTLETT 
Date: 211 112009 
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Defendant: Jensen, Vickie Arlene 
State of Idaho vs. Vickie Arlene Jensen 
l a t e  Code User Judge 
1 2131200 1 SCDF BARTLETT Supreme Court Document Filed-transmittal Of Roger Burdick 
Document 
SCDF BARTLETT Supreme Court Document Filed-order Granting Roger Burdick 
Motion To Augment The Record 
31812002 SCDF BARTLETT Supreme Court Document Filed-acknowledgment Roger Burdick 
Of Receipt Of Opinion 
SCDF BARTLETT Supreme Court Document Filed-2002 Opinion Roger Burdick 
No. 16 
31312002 SCDF BARTLETT Supreme Court Document Filed-acknowledgment Roger Burdick 
Of Receipt 
SCDF BARTLETT Supreme Court Document Filed- Remittitur Roger Burdick 
112 112004 MOTN VILLAGOM Motion for Release of Exhibits G. Richard Bevan 
112812004 ORDR COOPE Order for Release of Exhibits 
'11 312007 ORDR COOPE Order of Restitution 
jl2112008 LETT YOCHAM Letter from Defendant 
313012008 NIELSEN Appeal of Order of Restitution 
APSC COOPE Appealed To The Supreme Court 
7/7/2008 0 RAS TUBBS Order Of Assignment 
G. Richard Bevan 
G. Richard Bevan 
G. Richard Bevan 
G. Richard Bevan 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
CHJG TUBBS Change Assigned Judge Randy J. Stoker 
LETT COOPE Copy of Letter from Court to Defendant Randy J. Stoker 
'I1 512008 MOTN YOCHAM Motion To Proceed With Untimely Appeal Randy J. Stoker 
LETT 
MlSC 
'I1 612008 ORDR 
HRSC 
'I1 712008 CCOA 
311 I2008 SCDF 
SCDF 
SCDF 
312512008 ORDR 
11212008 SCDF 
SCDF 
)I912008 Nl NT 
111 512008 MOTN 
YOCHAM 
YOCHAM 
MCMULLEN 
MCMULLEN 
COOPE 
COOPE 
COOPE 
COOPE 
MCMULLEN 
COOPE 
COOPE 
NIELSEN 
NIELSEN 
Letter from Resource Center Privileged Mail Log Randy J. Stoker 
Letter to Judge from Defendant Randy J. Stoker 
Opinion and Order Re: Motion to Proceed with an Randy J. Stoker 
Untimely appeal 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion 09/22/2008 01 :30 Randy J. Stoker 
PM) Rule 60(b) 
Clerk's Certificate Of Appeal Randy J. Stoker 
Supreme Court Document Filed- Clerk's Randy J. Stoker 
RecordlReporter's Trans. - Suspended- 
Supreme Court Document Filed- Order Randy J. Stoker 
Conditionally Dismissing Appeal 
Supreme Court Document Filed- Filing of Clerk's Randy J. Stoker 
Certificate 
Order to Transport Randy J. Stoker 
Supreme Court Document Filed- Transmittal of Randy J. Stoker 
Document 
Supreme Court Document Filed- Order Randy J. Stoker 
Dismissing Appeal 
Notice Of Intent to Present Live Testimony Randy J. Stoker 
Motion Under Rule 60(b) I.R.C.P. and Randy J. Stoker 
Memorandum . ,  f ;  
late: 211 112009 
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Fifth JudicyCDistrict Court -Twin Falls County 
ROA Report 
User: COOPE 
'age 7 of 8 Case: CR-2000-0000830 Current Judge: Randy J. Stoker 
Defendant: Jensen. Vickie Arlene 
State of Idaho vs. Vickie Arlene Jensen 
Date Code User Judge 
AFFD 
CMlN 
DCHH 
NIELSEN 
MCMULLEN 
MCMULLEN 
Affidavit of Marilyn P. Paul Randy J. Stoker 
Court Minutes Randy J. Stoker 
Hearing result for Motion held on 09/22/2008 Randy J. Stoker 
01 :30 PM: District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Torres 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: Rule 60(b) 
COOPE 
MCMULLEN 
Supreme Court Document Filed- Remittitur Randy J. Stoker SCDF 
ORDR Order Denying Motion to Extend Appeal Time and Randy J. Stoker 
Order Denying in Part and Granting in Part Motion 
Pursuant to Rule 60 B 
Memorandum Opinion Re Motion to Extend Randy J. Stoker 
Appeal Time and Motion Pursuant to Rule 60 B 
to Set Aside Judgment 
OPlN MCMULLEN 
MOAM 
NOHG 
HRSC 
AGUIRRE 
AGUIRRE 
MCMULLEN 
Motion To Amend Order of Restitution Randy J. Stoker 
Notice Of Restitution Hearing Randy J. Stoker 
Hearing Scheduled (Hearing Scheduled Randy J. Stoker 
1 111 012008 1 1 :00 AM) Re: Resitution 
Motion To Transport Randy J. Stoker MOTT 
OBJC 
FERCH 
NIELSEN Objection to Proposed Order of Restitution and Randy J. Stoker 
Memorandum 
NOHG 
MOTN 
ORDR 
H RVC 
NIELSEN 
AGUIRRE 
MCMULLEN 
MCMULLEN 
Notice Of Hearing Randy J. Stoker 
Amended Motion for Transport Randy J. Stoker 
Order to Transport Randy J. Stoker 
Hearing result for Hearing Scheduled held on Randy J. Stoker 
11 11 012008 1 1 :00 AM: Hearing Vacated Re: 
Resitution & Objections 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion 1211 512008 03:OO Randy J. Stoker 
PM) Motion re: Restitution 
HRSC MCMULLEN 
Video camera request from Times-News for Randy J. Stoker 
12.1 5.08 hearing GRANTED 
MlSC SCHORZMAN 
Still camera request from Times-News for Randy J. Stoker 
12.1 5.08 hearing GRANTED 
MlSC SCHORZMAN 
Hearing result for Motion held on 1211 512008 Randy J. Stoker 
03:OO PM: District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Torres 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: Motion re: Restitution 
DCHH MCMULLEN 
MCMULLEN 
MCMULLEN 
NIELSEN 
COOPE 
COOPE 
Court Minutes Randy J. Stoker CMlN 
ORDR 
NOTA 
APSC 
NAPD 
Amended Order of Restitution Randy J. Stoker 
NOTICE OF APPEAL Randy J. Stoker 
Appealed To The Supreme Court Randy J. Stoker 
Notice And Order Appointing State Appellate Randy J. Stoker 
Public Defender In Direct Appeal 
Date: 211 112009 
rime: 11 :21 AM 
Court - Twin Falls County 
ROA Report 
Case: CR-2000-0000830 Current Judge: Randy J. Stoker 
Defendant: Jensen, Vickie Arlene 
State of Idaho vs. Vickie Arlene Jensen 
late Code User Judae 
User: COOPE 
12/31 12008 CCOA COOPE Clerk's Certificate Of Appeal Randy J. Stoker 
111 412009 SCDF COOPE Supreme Court Document Filed- Clerk's Randy J. Stoker 
Certificate 
SCDF COOPE Supreme Court Document Filed- Order Randy J. Stoker 
Augmenting Appeal 
SCDF COOPE Supreme Court Document Filed- Notice of Appeal Randy J. Stoker 
(T) 
1 12712009 NTOA COOPE Amended Notice Of Appeal Randy J. Stoker 
! I2912009 CCOA COOPE Clerk's Certificate Of Appeal Randy J. Stoker 
'.I1 012009 SCDF COOPE Supreme Court Document Filed- Amended Notice Randy J. Stoker 
of Appeal 
GRANT P. LOEBS 
Prosecuting Attorney 
for Twin Falls County 
P.O. Box 126 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
Phone: (208) 736-4020 
Fax: (208) 736-4 120 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE 
OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 
VICKI ARLENE JENSEN, 
Defendant. 
) Case No. CR 2000-830 
) 
1 
1 
1 ORDER OF RESTITUTION 
1 
1 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that VICKI ARLENE JENSEN pay restitution in the amount 
of $22,500.00 to the Idaho Industrial Commission, PO Box 83720, Boise, Idaho 83720-0041 
(Reference Nuinber CV 2000-000259). 
That such payments be ~norzitored by said Probation Officer through the Probation Office, 
and paid to the Clerk of the Couit, P.O. Box 126, Twin Falls, Idaho, 83303. Payments shall be 
made joint and several with co-defendants Mathew Madison Pearson, CR 2000-504, and Autumn 
Order of Restitution - 1 
Marie Pauls, CR 2000-502. 
All restitution to be paid on a payment schedule as set forth by the Department of 
Probation and Parole. 
Additionally, pursuant to Idaho Code 5 19-5305, after forty-two (42) days froin the entry of 
an Order of Restitution or at the conclusion of a hearing to reconsider an Order of Restitution, 
whichever occurs later, an Order of Restitution inay be recorded as a judgment and the victim may 
execute as provided by law for civil judgments. 
DATED this / day of July, 2007. 
District Judge 
Order of Restitution - 2 
COMMISSIONEIIS 
, I I I I ~ S  1'. Kilc. ( ' l ~ i ~ ~ t l l l a t l  IDAHO INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION .I. 
P.O. Box 83720 It, 1 )  bl~lyll~lvll 
~ ~ ' I I ( I I I I ; I S  E, I.i111ha11gl1 
Boise, ID 83720-0041 
Mi~l t ly  M O I I ! ~ ( I I I I U I . ~ .  U ~ C C ~ O I .  (208) 334-6000 - FAX (208) 334-2321 
1-800-950-21 10 
ANGELA BEESON 
TWIN FALLS COUNTY PA OFFICE 
P.O. BOX 126 
TWIN FALLS ID 83303- 
Re: CV 2000000259 Aleta D Ray 
Criminal Case No.: CR20000000830 
Alleged Offender(s): Vicltie Jensen 
Autuinn Pauls 
Matthew W Pearson 
Dear Angie: 
To date, the Criine Victims Coinpensation Program has paid the following benefits on 
behalf of Aleta D Ray: 
Aleta K Eddings (funeral expenses) 
J W Ray (hneral expenses) 
Dependent Death benefits (wage loss) 
Victim Total $22,500.00 
If you have any questions, please contact me at (800) 950-21 10 ext 6076 or (208) 334- 
6076, or by e-mail at ybaker@iic.idaho.gov. Thank you. 
Sincerely, 
Yvonne Baker, Recovery Officer 
Crime Vict i i~~s Compensation Program 
3 17 Main Street, Boise, ID 
Equal Opl~o~tunity E ~ i i p l o y c l -  
CERTIFICATE O F  SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the /y day of July, 2007,I served a copy of the foregoing 
ORDER OF RESTITUTION thereof to the following: 
Grant  P. Loebs 
Prosecuting Attorney 
/I,]-- Court Folder 
Office of the Public Defender - Court Folder 
Attorney for the Defendant 
Probation and Parole-District V A/]-- Court Folder 
Central Records 
IDOC 
PO Box 83720 
Boise ID 83720-0018 
Idaho Industrial Commission 
PO Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0041 
[ 1, U.S. Mail / 
] U.S. Mail 
-c-v-c- 
 gut^ Clerk 
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DISTRIC T COURT 
TWIN FALI-S CO. i n !  HO 
FILED 
2008 HAY 2 1 AH 9: 1 
e v L' 0 I - ,  ,,,--,. 
.- 
am, ~dhk~, ,  ,m 
Vicki Jensen 0 
IDOC 62794 
Pwcc 
1 45 1 Fore Road 
Pocatello, Idaho 83204 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN..~~,3~$! ! . !~; i , ; !~: ,  
. .- 
, Vicki Jensen 
Defendent 
vs 
State of Idaho 
C5.se No. CR 2000-830 
APPEAL OF ORDER OF 
RESTITUTION 
COMES NOW, Vicki Jensen, to petition the court for relief 
from the above entitled order of restitution, pursuant to I.D.C.P. 
Rule 60 (b), for the folowing reasons: 
1. The defendant's order for restitution was brought in an 
untimely manner. According to I.C. Section19-5304 (b) 
the "restitution orders shall be entered by the court at the 
time of sentencing or such later date as deemed necessary 
by the court." The defendant was sentenced in March 2001. 
The restitution ordered in July 2007, six years after the 
defendant's sentencing. The defendant's final appeal was 
denied in 2002, closing the case. According to State v. 
Ferguson 138 Idaho 67P.3d 1271 (Ct. App 2002) , Section 19- 
5304 (6) contemplates that the court may need to grant the 
prosecution a reasonable amount of the time necessary to 
gather information so as to locate all victims and correctly 
compute the amount of restitution. It does not, however, 
vest the court with the power to extend the entry of the 
order of restitution beyond the closing of the case and the 
d i s c h a r g e  e d e f e n d a n t .  [ S t a t e  v .  138  I d a h o  659 
67P.3d 1271 ( C t .  App. 2 0 0 2 ) l .  The p r o s e c t u t o r  had  t h e  amount 
of  r e s t i t u t i o n  computed f o r  t h e  d e f e n d a n t ' s  c o - d e f e n d a n t  
Matthew Peason CR 2000-504, who was s e n t e n c e d  2  d a y s  a f t e r  
t h e  d e f e n d a n t .  A r e a s o n a b l e  amount o f  t i m e  was g i v e n  t o  t h e  
p r o s e c u t i o n  t o  g a t h e r  i n f o r m a t i o n  and  t o  l o o a t e  v i c t i m s .  The 
t h e  p r o s e c u t o r  had no r e a s o n a b l e  e x c u s e  f o r  t h e  u n r e a s o n a b l e  
d e l a y  i n  o r d e r i n g  r e s t i t u t i o n ,  it was s i m p l e  n e g l e c t .  
2 .  S2c t ior :  19-5304 ( 6 )  s t a t e s  . . . Each p a r t y  s h a l l  have 
t h e  r i g h t  t o  p r e s e n t  s u c h  e v i d e n c e  a s  may b e  r e l e v a n t  t o  
t h e  i s s u e  of  r e s t i t u t i o n .  On J u l y  1 3 ,  2007,  a c o u r t  h e a r i n g  
was h e l d  t o  d e t e r m i n e  r e s t i t u t i o n .  The d e f e n d a n t  was n o t  
n o t i f i e d  of  t h e  h e a r i n g .  A t  The t i m e  o f  t h e  h e a r i n g ,  t h e  
d e f e n d a n t  was i n c a r c e r a t e d  a n d  d i d  n o t  h a v e  t h e  a b i l i t y  t o  
a t t e n d  t h e  c o u r t  h e a r i n g  w i t h o u t  t h e  i s s u a n c e  o f  a c o u r t  
o r d e r  f o r  t r a n s p o r t .  
The d e f e n d a n t ' s  p r e s e n c e  a t  t h e  h e a r i n g  would have  impac ted  
t h e  outcome o f  t h e  h e a r i n g  due  t o  t h e  e v i d e n c e  a n d  a rguemen t s  
s h e  c o u l d  have p r e s e n t e d  on  h e r  b e h a l f .  The d e f e n d a n t  was 
s e n t e n c e d  t o  l i f e  impr i sonmen t  w i t h  o u t  p a r o l e .  S e c t i o n  19-5304 
( 7 )  s t a t e s  t h a t  t h e  c o u r t  w i l l  c o n s i d e r  "t.he f i n a n c i a l  r e s o u r c s s ,  
n e e d s ,  and  e a r n i n g  a b i l i t y  o f  t h e  d e f e n d a n t "  when c o n s i d e r i n g  
r e s t i t u t i o n .  The d e f e n d a n t ' s  f i n a n c i a l  s t a t u s  h a s  n o t  changed  
s i n c e  t h e  b e g i n n i n g  o f  h e r  c r i m i n a l  p r o c e e d i n g s .  She  h a s  
no  a s s e t s  and s o u r c e  o f  income.  
THEREFORE, t h e  d e f e n d a n t  r e q u e s t s  t h a t  r e s t i t u t i o n  was 
o b v i o u s l y  o r d e r e d  u n l a w f u l l y  and  t h e  c o u r t  a b u s e d  i t ' s  d i s c r e t i o n ,  
t h e  o r d e r  o f  r e s t u t i t i o n  be  d i s m i s s e d .  
Respectfully submitted this Day of 
Defendant 
1 
Col~nlv or *LW 
b4 
Slibsc~ihnl and  swo~nkaffirmed before me tlus!%-Iay & /L-, 
My Commission expires: I\IRI~ 
RANDY J. STOKER 
DISTRICT JUDGE 
(208) 736-4036 
e 
DISTRICT COURT 
FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT ! \ , '1:  
STATE OF IDAI-I0 - I  , , 
July 7, 2008 
Vicki Jensen 
PWCC U-2 #6274 
1451 Fore Road 
Pocatello, Idaho 83204 
Re: CR 2000-830, Twin Falls County 
Dear Ms. Jensen: 
The undersigned has been assigned to your case. Recognizing that this 
case is closed and that the Twin Falls Public Defender is not currently appointed 
on this case, I write to you directly. Nonetheless, I am copying Ms. Paul and Mr. 
Loebs with this letter. 
In reviewing the file I see an undated letter from you inquiring about a 
Motion to Proceed with an Untimely Appeal. This letter was docketed on May 21, 
2008. Therein you reference the filing date of your Motion as March 5, 2008. 
There is, however, no such document in this file or in the Court computer file in 
this case. Do you have a copy of this Motion? If so, would you please resend it 
to the Clerk of the Court? 
There is a document entitled "Appeal of Order of Restitution" in the file. 
This document is dated June 25,2008 and was docketed on June 30,2008. 1 
will defer action on this last document pending your advice regarding the Motion 
to Proceed with an Untimely Appeal. 
kl Cc: rant Loebs, Marilyn Paul 
ENSTRICT COURT 
Fifth Judicial District 
h l l r l l y  Cjf TWIII Falls - Slate of Idaho 
Jensen 
Date Received Dcite Mailecl A(/(/ressee 
03/05/08 03/05/08 Fifth Judicial District Court 
c/o Judge Richard Bevan 
P.O. Box 126 
Twin Falls ID 
State of Idaho 
County of Bannock 
On this )I day of ,20&, I certifj the above is a true, exact, and 
complete copy of into the privileged mail database. 
NOTARY PUBLIC for Idaho 
Commission Expires: h\v\1 - z0\3 
Vicki Jensen 
Pwcc 
CjlSTR 
Fifth Judicial District 
County of Twin Falls - State of Idaho 
1451 Fore Road 
Pocatello, Idaho 83204 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DIST 
OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
VICKI JENSEN 3 
Defendant, Case No. CR 2000-830 
VS . > MOTION TO PROCEED WITH AN 
STATE OF IDAHO 
Plantif f 
--.--____II - 
-. -. - -  - - 
- 
. I UNTIMELY APPEAL 
COMES NOW; VICKI JENSEN, in the above entitled matter moves 
his court to grant the defendant's'petition to proceed with an 
untimely appeal to her restitution ordered on the 13th day of July, 
2007. The reasons for the defendant's untimeliness are as follows: 
1. The defendant was not given a hearing, nor was she notified 
of the hearing, which took place on the 13th day of 
July, 2007. Idaho Code section 19-5304 (6) states that ... 
"each party shall have the right to present such evidence 
as may be relevant to the issue of restitution ..." 
Section 19-5304 (6) also states that the parties include 
the prosecutor, defendant, victim or presentence invest 
- 
i a a t o r .  I1 
- J - -  
2. The Idaho code Section 19-5304 (10) states that a plantiff 
has 42 days from the date of the order for restitution in 
order to appeal. The defendant was nofnotified that 
restitution was being ordered until Nov. 2007, when she 
received a statement regarding a garnishment that was 
being withheld from her inmate banking account. The 
42 days statutory limit had already expired by the tim e 
, ,  2 4  
t h e  de fendan t  became aware o f  t h e  o r d e r .  There fo re ,  
i t  s h o u l d  n o t  a p p l y .  I n  December, 2007, t h e  de fendan t  
o b t a i n e d  a  copy of h e r  r e s t i t u t i o n  o r d e r .  Inc luded  
was a  c e r t i f i c a t e  o f  s e r v i c e  s t a t i n g  t h a t  t h e  o n l y  p a r t i e s  
who w e r e  n o t i f i e d  of  t h e  o r d e r  were t h e  p r o s e c u t i n g  
a t t o r n e y ,  t h e  p u b l i c  d e f e n d e r ' s  o f f i c e ,  p r o b a t i o n  and 
p a r o l e  D i s t r i c t  V ,  C e n t r a l  Records a t  IDOC and t h e  I d a h o  
I n d u s t r i a l  Commission. Though t h e  p u b l i c  d e f e n d e r ' s  
o f f i c e  had been n o t i f i e d ,  t h e y  were no l o n g e r  r e p r e s e n t i n g  
t h e  d e f e n d a n t ,  a s  t h e  l a s t  s e r v i c e s  t h e y  p rov ided  w e r e  
s i x  y e a r s  p r e v i o u s  t o  t h e  r e s t i t u t i o n  o r d e r  i n  2001. 
At tached ,  l a b e l e d  a s  e x h i b i t  A ,  i s  a  copy of  t h e  mentioned 
There fo re ,  t h e  d e f e n d a n t  r e s p e c t f u l l y  r e q u e s t s  t h i s  Honorable 
Court t o  g r a n t  l e a v e  t o  proceed w i t h  a n  a p p e a l  t o  t h e  o r d e r  of  
r e s t i t u t i o n .  
County ol 
by 
- 
I. F~D-,\x~& 
Norarv Public 
~y cornmis lon  eiplrrs ~\14j CQ% 2 5  
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the 17 day of July, 2007,I served a copy of the foregoing 
ORDER OF RESTITUTION thereof to the following: 
Grant P. Loebs ,&+- Court Folder 
Prosecuting Attorney 
Office of the Public Defender J-+- Court Folder 
Attorney for the Defendant 
Probation and Parole-District V Court Folder 
Central Records 
IDOC 
PO Box 83720 
Boise ID 83720-0018 
Idaho Industrial Cornmissiofi U.S. Mail 
PO Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0041 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 
VICKI ARLENE JENSEN, 
1 
) CASE NO. CR 00-830 
) 
) OPINION AND ORDER RE 
) MOTION TO PROCEED WITH AN 
) UNTIMELY APPEAL 
1 
Defendant. 1 
INTRODUCTION 
Defendant Vicki Jensen ("Jensen") pled guilty to first degree murder. She was 
sentenced on March 44, 2001 to the ldaho State Penitentiary. Jensen received a 
determinate life sentence. She timely appealed. On March 7, 2002 the ldaho Court of 
Appeals announced its Opinion affirming the conviction and sentence. The Court's 
Remittitur issued on May 16, 2002. During these proceedings Jensen was represented 
by the Twin Falls County Public Defender. The Public Defender's Office has never 
withdrawn from this case. 
On April 21, 2004 counsel filed a joint motion asking for the release of trial 
exhibits. An Order for Release of Exhibits was signed on April 26! 2004. No further 
OPINION - 1 
action occurred in this case until July 2007. At that time an Order of Restitution was 
presented to the Court. That Order was signed on July 13, 2007 and docketed the 
same day. The Order requires Jensen and her two co-defendants, Mathew Pearson 
and Autumn Pauls, to pay $22,500 to the Idaho Industrial Commission for funeral 
expenses and death benefits paid on behalf of the victim. This Order was entered 
without hearing and without notice to Jensen or her attorney. A Deputy Clerk of the 
Court certified that this Order was served on the Office of the Public Defender on July 
19, 2007. 
No further proceedings took place in this case until May 21, 2008. On that date 
the Court received a one-paragraph handwritten letter by the defendant addressed to 
the Clerk of the Court. Therein Jensen inquired of the status of her Motion to Proceed 
with an Untimely Appeal which she allegedly filed with the Court on March 5, 2008. On 
June 30, 2008 Jensen filed an Appeal o f  Order of Restitution which was dated June 25, 
2008. This document was not served on the State. 
This case was assigned to the undersigned judge on July 7, 2008 and brought to 
the attention of the Court on the same day by the Deputy Clerk who served the Order of 
Restitution. Upon reviewing the physical court file and the ISTARS program the Court 
could find no reference to a document entitled Motion to Proceed with an Untimely 
Appeal. Accordingly this Court wrote to Jensen advising her of this fact and requested 
a copy of the motion she allegedly filed. 
On July 15, 2008 the Court received Jensen's handwritten letter transmitting the 
"lost" Motion. She also included a notarized mail log from penitentiary staff confirming 
that something was mailed to the Court on March 5, 2008. In her letter she asks that 
OPINION - 2 
the Court rule on her motion and process her appeal. These documents have now 
been filed with the Court. 
The deputy clerk assigned to appeals has requested the advice of the Court 
concerning whether this matter should be processed as an appeal or treated as a Rule 
60(b) Motion as set forth in the body of Jensen's document entitled Appeal of Order of 
Restitution. 
APPLICABLE LAW 
Pursuant to the Compensation of Victims of Crimes statutes the Court may order 
a defendant to pay restitution to the victim in any case regardless of whether the 
defendant is incarcerated or placed on probation. I.C. 19-5304(6). The statute further 
provides that "[a] defendant, against whom a restitution order has been entered, may, 
within forty-two (42) days of the entry of the order of restitution, request relief from the 
restitution order in accordance with the Idaho rules of civil procedure relating to relief 
from final orders." I.C. 19-5304(10). "After forty-two (42) days from the entry of the 
order of restitution or at the conclusion of a hearing to reconsider an order of restitution, 
whichever occurs later, an order of restitution may be recorded as a judgment and the 
victim may execute as provided by law for civil judgments." I.C. 19-5305. 
Immediately upon entry of an order the clerk of the court shall serve every party 
affected thereby by mailing or delivering a copy thereof to the attorney of record for that 
party. I.R.C.P. 77(d). "Lack of notice of entry of an order or judgment does not affect 
the time to appeal or to file a post judgment motion within the time allowed, except 
where there is no showing of mailing by the clerk in the court records and the party 
affected thereby had no actual notice." Id. An appeal from the District Court must be 
OPINION - 3 
physically filed within 42 days from the date of filing of the Order. I.A.P. 14(a). "The 
failure to physically file a notice of appeal . . . with the clerk of the district court . . . within 
the time limits prescribed in these rules, shall be jurisdictional and shall cause automatic 
dismissal of such appeal . . . upon the motion of any party, or upon the initiative of the 
Supreme Court." I.A.P. 21. 
The Court may relieve a party from an order for "any other reason justifying relief 
from the operation of the judgment." I.R.C.P. 60(b). Effective July 1, 2008 a motion 
pursuant to I.R.C.P. 60(b)(6) "shall be made within a reasonable time." 
ANALYSIS AND DECISION 
It is not clear to this Court whether Jensen is appealing from the Order of 
Restitution or whether she is simply asking for relief pursuant to I.R.C.P. 60(b), or both. 
Because of the unique circumstances of this case, the Court elects to address certain 
issues in this case to provide guidance to the parties and the Clerk of the Court. 
If Jensen is appealing the Order of Restitution, then her appeal may well be time 
barred. The Order of Restitution was properly served on her counsel of record. The 
Appeal of Order of Restitution was filed nearly a year after entry and service of the 
Order of Restitution and, accordingly, appears untimely. I.A.P.21. However, an order 
dismissing the appeal, if untimely, must be made by the Idaho Supreme Court, not this 
Court. Id. This Court does not have jurisdiction to determine whether the appeal was 
timely filed. Id. 
If the Appeal of Order of Restitution is intended as a Rule 60(b) motion then it 
may be timely if this Court determines that the rule is applicable to this case. Pursuant 
to the rule, the motion must be filed within a "reasonable time." I.R.C.P. 60(b). This 
OPINION - 4 
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latter matter must be determined by an evidentiary hearing. This Court believes it has 
jurisdiction to hear such a motion. See I.A.P. 13(c)(10). 
A corollary issue is whether the time constraint set forth in I.C. § 19-5304 (10) 
("within forty-two (42) days of entry of the order of restitution) "trumps" the provisions of 
I.R.C.P. 60(b). The Court is not aware of any case law clearly answering this question. 
CONCLUSION 
Because of the uncertainties caused by the Defendant's self representation and 
in order to expedite a just resolution of the issues involved in this case, the Court orders 
the following: 
1) Both the Twin Falls Public Defender and the State Appellate Public Defender 
are appointed to represent Jensen. This appointment is limited to issues 
involving the Order of Restitution. Jensen may elect to represent herself if 
she so desires. If that is her choice, she shall notify the Court In writing, and 
the Court will enter an appropriate Order. Pending that, ALL pleadings and 
argument in this matter will be made by counsel of record. 
2) The Clerk of the Court shall treat Jensen's "Appeal of Order of Restitution" as 
a Notice of Appeal pursuant to I.A.P. 17. If Jensen intends to pursue an 
appeal of this matter, the State Appellate Public Defender shall file an 
Amended Notice of Appeal conforming to I.A.P. 17 within 28 days of the date 
of this Order. The State Public Defender shall handle all appeal issues. 
3) The Court sua sponte sets this matter for hearing on the Rule 60(b) aspect of 
this case on September 22, 2008 at 1:30 P.M. The Twin Falls Public 
Defender shall handle this aspect of this case. If either party elects to present 
OPINION - 5 
live testimony at this hearing, they must give written notice to the Court and 
counsel at least 14 days before the hearing. If counsel wishes to have 
Jensen present for this hearing, counsel shall file an appropriate motion 
accompanied by a transport order at least 21 days before the hearing. At this 
hearing the parties shall address whether the Appeal of Order of Restitution is 
properly treated as a Rule 60(b) motion and may present any relevant 
evidence concerning this issue at that time. 
4) Jensen's Motion to Proceed with an Untimely Appeal is DEN I ED. This Court 
does not have jurisdiction to extend the filing requirements of I.A.P. 14(a). 
- 
- 
/' 
/ 
,A' Dated this 16th day of July, 2008. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the 16 day of July 2008, 1 caused to be served a true 
and correct copy of the foregoing, by the method indicated below, and addressed to the 
following: 
Marilyn Paul ( ) U.S. Mail 
Twin Falls County Public Defender ( ) Hand delivered 
P.O. Box 126 ( ) Faxed 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 ( t)'Court Folder 
Molly Huskey (4'U.S. Mail 
Idaho State Appellate Public Defender ( ) Hand delivered 
3647 Lake Harbor Lane ( ) Faxed 
Boise, ID 83703 ( ) Court Folder 
Grant Loebs ( ) U.S. Mail 
Twin Falls County Prosecuting Attorney ( ) Hand delivered 
P.O. Box 126 ( ) Faxed 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 ( v)'Court Folder 
Kristina Glascock, Clerk of the Court (<court Folder 
Vicki Jensen 
PWCC U-2 #627941. 
1451 Fore Road 
Pocatello, ldaho 83204 
(Y)/U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand delivered 
( ) Faxed 
( ) Court Folder 
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OFFICE OF THE 
PUBLIC DEFENDER 
TWIN FALLS COUNTY 
P.O. Box 126 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0126 
(208)734-1155 
ISB# 4444 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
THE STATE OF IDAHO ) 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 
VICKI JENSEN, 
Defendant. 
) 
) Case No. CR 00-830 
) 
1 NOTICE OF INTENT TO 
) PRESENT LIVE TESTIMONY 
) 
) 
) 
COMES NOW the Defendant, by and through her attorney of record, Marilyn B. Paul, 
Chief Public Defender, gives notice of its intent to present live testimony of Vicki Jensen at the 
Rule 60 (b) hearing scheduled for September 22,2008 at 1 :30 p.m. 
The State has no objection to this notice. 
RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this 9th day of September, 2008. 
phidfkublic Defender 
CERTIFICATE OF DELIVERY 
I, the undersigned, hereby certify that I caused a true and correct copy of the foregoing 
Notice to be properly delivered to all parties to this action on f2 dayof&z@hd , 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR TWIN FALLS DISTRIC,~ COURT 
Fifth Judicial rJi&nct 
Courtroom #6 county of Twin tTails Stabof ldaho Judge: Randy J. Stoker 
Clerk: Dorothy McMullen 
Reporter: Sabrina Torres 
SEP 2 2 2 1 8  
BY ---- 
Clerk 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 1 
) 
Plaintiff. 1 Court Minutes 
v s  1 
) 
VlCKlE ARLENE JENSEN, ) Case No. CR 00-830 
) 
Defendant. 1 DATE: 9-22-08 TIME: 1 :30 PM 
(2:02) The State of Idaho appeared through Grant Loebs; the defendant appeared in 
person and with her counsel, Marilyn Paul, that being the time and place set for hearing of 
the Rule 60(B) motion. Ms. Paul called Vickie Jensen and she was sworn; Ms. Paul 
examined the witness. Defense exhibits 1, 2 and 3 (banking statements) were marked for 
identification and admitted. Defendant's exhibit 4 (letter) was marked for identification. 
Defendant's exhibit 5 (letter) was marked for identification and admitted. Defendant's 
exhibit 6 (defendant's pro se motion) was marked and admitted. Defendant's exhibit 4 
was admitted. Mr. Paul presented closing argument. Mr. Loebs responded. Ms. Paul 
presented rebuttal argument. The Court took the matter under advisement. The defendant 
is to be returned to the custody of the Department of Corrections. 
Court recessed. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 1 
) 
Plaintiff, ) Case No. CR-00-830 
1 
VS. 1 
) 
VICKI JENSEN, 1 AFFIDAVIT OF MARILYN P. PAUL 
) 
Defendant. 1 
STATE OF IDAHO, 1 
) ss. 
County of Twin Falls. 1 
MARILYN B. PAUL, being first duly sworn upon oath, deposes and states as 
follows: 
I .  That the main Twin Falls County Public Defender's Office was duly appointed trial 
counsel for Ms. Jensen in the above-entitled matter. 
2. That sentencing in the above entitled matter occurred March 15, 2001. Ms. Jensen 
AFFIDAVIT -1 
received a sentence of determinate life imprisonment. Restitution does not appear in 
the Orders from the time of sentencing. 
3. Ms. Jensen filed, in 2003, in Twill Falls County Case No. CV-2003-1236, a post 
conviction relief petition which was, in part, against the Public Defender. Anthony 
Valdez represented Ms. Jensen on that matter. 
4. On July 13, 2007, an Order of Restitution was issued by the District Court. A 
separate hearing had not been conducted upon the issue of restitution, to the best of 
our ability to now determine. 
5. A Certificate of Service accompanied the Order of Restitution, indicating service 
upon the Twin Falls Public Defender's Office. In candor to the Court it cannot be 
said that the Public Defender's Office did not receive it; however, it cannot be shown 
that a copy of the Order of Restitution was sent to Ms. Jensen in a timely manner and 
any copy that was sent to the Public Defender's Office in July of 2007 cannot be 
presently located. 
6. Ms. Jensen asserts that she became aware of the existence of the Order of Restitution 
as a result of funds being withheld from her prison employment wages in October 
through December of 2007 time period. 
7. The Public Defender's Office has a photocopy of Ms. Jensen's Motion to Proceed 
With An Untimely Appeal, dated March 5,2008 and appearing to have been possibly 
at one time to have been presented to the Court. 
8. Ms. Jensen filed on June 30,2008 her Appeal of the Order of Restitution. The 
matter having been reassigned to the instant Court, the Court reconfirmed the 
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appointment of the Public Defender in the July 16,2008 Opinion and Order re: 
Motion to Proceed With An Untimely Appeal. 
FURTHER YOUR AFFLANT SAYETH NAUGHT. 
DATED this 6 day o & & + k m h ,  2008. 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this \5 day of September, 2008. 
AFFIDAVIT - 3  
OFFICE OF THE PUBLIC DEFENDER 
Attorneys at Law 
P.O. Box 126 
Twill Falls, Idaho 83303-0 126 
(208) 734-1 155 
ISB # 4444 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 
VICKI JENSEN, 
Defendant. 
CASE NO. CR 00-830 
j 
) MOTION UNDER RULE 60(b) 
) I.R.C.P., AND MEMORANDUM 
COMES NOW, Vicki Jensen, by and through her attorney, Marilyn B. Paul, and hereby 
moves for relief pursuant to Rule 60(b) of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure. 
Ms. Jensen requests that the Court consider her request for relief from her lack of ability 
to file an appeal from the Court's Order of Restitution, issued on July 13, 2007 in Twin Falls 
County Case N. CR-2000-830. 
MEMORANDUM 
As set forth in the accompanying Affidavit, the main Twin Falls County Public 
MOTION UNDER RULE 6O(b), T.R.C.P., 
AND MEMORANDUM - 1 
Defender's Office was indicated in the Certificate of Services as having received the Order, the 
main Twin Falls Public Defender's Office does not show that the Order was relayed to Ms. 
Jensen, and does not reflect the Order within our office file retention system. 
Ms. Jensen attempted to file a request for a late appeal in March of 2008, which was sent 
to the main Public Defender's Office. 
Ms. Jensen respectfully invites the attention of the Court to Idaho State Police ex rel. 
Russell V. Real Property Situated in County of Cassia, 144 Idaho 60, 156 P.3d 56 1 (2007). 
In support of Ms. Jensen's request for relief pursuant to I.R.C.P. Rule 60(b), the attention 
of the Court is respectfully invited to State v. Ferguson, 138 Idaho 659, 67 P.3d 1271 (Ct. App. 
2002), with regard to the jurisdiction of the Count in matters concerning restitution. 
CONCLUSION 
Ms. Jensen requests relief from the Court as prayed for herein. 
Dated this \S day of September, 2008. 
CERTIFICATE OF DELIVERY 
I, the undersigned, hereby certify that I caused a true and correct copy of the foregoing 
MOTION to be properly delivered to the Prosecutor, on this \5 day of September, 2008. 
Grant Loebs 
Prosecutor 
Marilyn B. Paul 
Deputy Public Defender 
[ X ] Court Folder 
[ X ] Court Folder 
[) C$ -, 9 2088 
B Y ,  .. .. -. --. 
Cleric 
-.----- 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 1 
) CASE NO. CR 00-0830 
Plaintiff, 1 
VS. 
1 
) MEMORANDUM OPINION RE 
) MOTION TO EXTEND APPEAL 
VICKI JENSEN, ) TIME AND MOTION PURSUANT 
) TO RULE 60 B TO SET ASIDE 
Defendant. ) JUDGMENT 
Grant Loebs Twin Falls Prosecuting Attorney for the State of Idaho. 
Marilyn Paul Twin Falls Public Defenders Office for the defendant Vickie Jensen 
INTRODUCTION AND FINDINGS OF FACT 
Defendant Vicki Jensen ("Jensen") pled guilty to first degree murder. She was 
sentenced on March 14, 2001 to the ldaho State Penitentiary. Jensen received a 
determinate life sentence. She timely appealed. On March 7, 2002 the ldaho Court of 
Appeals announced its Opinion affirming the conviction and sentence. The Court's 
Remittitur issued on May 16, 2002. During these proceedings Jensen was represented 
by the Twin Falls County Public Defender. The Court finds that the public Defender's 
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Office has never withdrawn from this case.' Pursuant to request of the parties and 
without objection the Court takes judicial notice of all matters in this case (CR 00-830) 
as well as in the companion post conviction case (CV 03-1236). I.R.E. 201. 
In July 2007 an Order of Restitution was presented to the Court. The Order was 
signed on July 13, 2007 and docketed the same day. The Order requires Jensen and 
her two co-defendants to pay $22,500 to the Idaho Industrial Commission for funeral 
expense and death benefits paid on behalf of the victim. The Order was entered without 
a hearing and without notice to Jensen or her attorney. A Deputy Clerk of Court certified 
that this Order was served on the Office of the Public Defender on July 19, 2007. 
On May 21, 2008 the Court received from a deputy clerk a one paragraph 
handwritten letter written by the defendant addressed to the Clerk of the Court. The 
letter inquired as to the status of her Motion to Proceed with an Untimely Appeal which 
she allegedly filed with the Court on March 6, 2008. The Court examined the file and 
found that no such motion was ever docketed. The Court requested a copy from 
Jensen. Jensen transmitted a copy of this lost motion. This copy did not contain a court 
filing stamp. At hearing Jensen produced a filed stamped copy of this motion which was 
obtained from the public defender's office. Based upon the fact that the motion bears a 
court filing stamp the Court finds that Jensen actually filed her motion on March 6, 2008 
and authorizes filing of a copy of this motion to be treated as the original. I.R.C.P. 
10(a)(2).~ 
On June 30, 2008 Jensen filed an Appeal of Order of Restitution which was 
' I.R.C. 44.1 permits an attorney to withdraw either by obtaining leave of court, or by simply filing a notice of 
withdrawal after expiration of the time for appeal. Here the public defender's office did neither. 
This motion was refiled on July 15,2008. To avoid duplicitous filings the Court will treat the July 15 filing as the 
substitute for the lost document. Its effective filing date shall be March 6, 2008. 
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dated June 25, 2008. This document was not served on the state. By opinion and order 
dated July 16, 2008 the Court directed the Clerk of Court to treat Jensen's "Appeal of 
Order of Restitution" as a Notice of Appeal pursuant to I.A.P. 17. The Appeal was 
processed and ultimately dismissed by the Idaho Supreme Court on August 27,2008. 
In its earlier opinion the Court concluded that this latter filing could also be 
considered a Rule 60(b) motion and sua sponte set a hearing regarding this matter. On 
September 15, 2008 the defendant through the Public Defender's office filed a pleading 
denominated a Motion for Relief under Rule 60(b). Pursuant to this motion and Jensen's 
motions filed earlier she challenges the Order of Restitution. 
At the hearing on September 22, 2008 Jensen testified and presented 
documentary evidence regarding her lack of timely notice of entry of the Order of 
Restitution. Based upon the evidence presented at this hearing the Court finds that 
Jensen received actual notice of this order on December 13, 2007 or within a few days 
before that date.4 
ISSUES PRESENTED 
May the defendant challenge the Order of Restitution based on her 
pleading called "Motion to Proceed with an Untimely Appeal" deemed 
filed March 6, 2008? 
2. May the defendant challenge the Order of Restitution based on her 
pleading called "Appeal of Order of Restitution" filed June 30, 2008? 
3 The Supreme Court's Order Conditionally Disnzissing Appeal recites that the Notice of Appeal was not filed 
within 42 days of entry of the July 13,2007 Order of Restitution. The Supreme Court's Order of Disr~iissal does not 
explicitly state why the appeal is being dismissed. This Court assumes that the Idaho Supreme Court has only 
determined that the appeal is untimely and that this ruling does not constitute an appellate determination concerning 
the three issues that will be addressed by this Court in this opinion. 
4 Exhibits produced at hearing clearly show that the defendant's wages were garnished as early as November 2007. 
Upon becoming aware of the garnishments Jensen corresponded with prison personnel to learn the basis for the 
garnishments. On December 13,2007 prison personnel provided her with a copy of the Order of Restitution. 
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May the defendant challenge the Order of Restitution based on the 
based on her "Motion Under Rule 60(b)" filed September 15, 2008? 
ANALYSIS AND DECISION 
Pursuant to I.C. 19-5304(6) the Court may order a defendant to pay restitution to 
a victim in any case regardless of whether the defendant is incarcerated or placed on 
probation. The statute also provides that "[a] defendant against whom a restitution order 
has been entered, may within forty-two days (42) of the entry of the order of restitution, 
request relief from the restitution order in accordance with the Idaho rules of civil 
procedure relating to relief from final order." I.C. 19-5304(10). 
Immediately upon the entry of an order the Clerk of Court is required to serve 
every party affected by the order by mailing or delivering a copy of the order to the 
attorney of record for that party. I.R.C.P. 77(d). However, "lack of notice of entry of an 
order or judgment does not affect the time to appeal or file a post judgment motion 
within the time allowed, except where there is no showing of mailing by the clerk in the 
court records and the party affected thereby had no actual notice." Id. (emphasis added) 
The Order of Restitution contains a certificate that a deputy clerk served the 
order on the public defender's office on July 13, 2007 by placing a copy in the "Court 
Folder" for the Public Defender's ~ f f i c e . ~  The Court has determined that a deputy clerk 
of the court certified that the Order of Restitution was delivered the Twin Falls Public 
Years ago the Twin Falls Clerk created a "court folder" system. Pursuant to this systein some court documents are 
placed in a designated filing bin located in the clerk's office instead of being mailed to the attorney. This bin has a 
"slot" for most attorneys maintaining an office in Twin Falls. Attorneys or their staffs usually pick up these 
documents daily. The Clerk and the attorneys who participate in this systein consider delivery to the court folder the 
equivalent of manual delivery to the attorney. The Twin Falls Public Defenders Office utilizes this system 
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Defender's ~ f f i c e . ~  Thus, pursuant to rule, Jensen is deemed served with the Order of 
Restitution as of July 19, 2007. Her time to appeal or file a post trial motion commences 
as of that date. 
1. This Court Does Not Have the Authoritv to Extend Jensen's Appeal 
Time. 
The explicit wording of the restitution statute requires a defendant to perfect an 
appeal from a restitution order within 42 days of entry of the order. I.C. §19-5304 (10). 
Pursuant to court rule any appeal as a matter of right from the district court must be 
made by physically filing a notice of appeal with the clerk of the district court within 42 
days of the date of entry of judgment. I.A.P. 14(a). The requirement of perfecting an 
appeal within the 42 day time period is jurisdictional. Appeals taken after expiration of 
the filing period must be dismissed. State v. James, 112 ldaho 239, 731 P.2d 234 (Ct. 
App. 1986). It is presumably for this reason that the ldaho Supreme Court dismissed 
Jensen's appeal. 
Jensen seeks an order from this Court granting her leave to file an untimely 
appeal. In doing so she recognizes that her appeal time has expired. Nevertheless she 
argues that her time to respond to the Order of Restitution should be tolled because she 
was never made aware of the order until she received prison banking statements in 
November 2007 showing garnishments of the account as a result of the Order of 
Restitution. She testified at hearing that she never received an actual copy of the order 
until December 2007. As a result Jensen asks that the time limitation under I.C. 19- 
5304(10) be tolled to allow her challenge the restitution order entered against her. 
The affidavit of Marilyn Paul, current Chief Public Defender, affirmatively states that she has reviewed the records 
of her office and can find no evidence that the Order was actually received in the office. More importantly she avers 
that there is no record that the Order was ever sent to Jensen. 
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Jensen has not cited any ldaho cases (and the Court is not aware of any) that 
grants this Court the authority to extend the time for appeal, under the facts of this case. 
None of Jensen's motions were timely filed such that the appeal time is terminated or 
tolled. See I.A.R. 14 ("The time for an appeal from any civil judgment, order or decree 
in an action is terminated by the filing of a timely motion which, if granted, could affect 
any findings of fact, conclusions of law, or any judgment in the action (except motions 
under Rule 60 of the ldaho Rules of Civil Procedure or motions regarding costs or 
attorney fees..."). Moreover, the Court questions whether it has any authority to grant 
such an extension. Id. 
Defendant cites several federal cases concerning equitable tolling to support her 
argument that time should be extended to allow her to challenge the order. See 
Woodward v. Williams, 263 F.3d 1135 (10th Cir. 2001) (holding that lack of knowledge 
of a state court decision may provide a basis for equitable tolling when the prisoner acts 
diligently); Phillips v. Donnelly, 216 F.3d 508 (5th Cir. 2000) (holding that when a 
prisoner diligently seeks information about the status of his case, the limitations period 
may be equitably tolled until he receives notice of its denial); Knight v. Schofield, 292 
F.3d 709 ( I  l t h  Cir. 2002) (holding that failure to notify defendant when he was assured 
he would receive notice and did not receive notice until he inquired was entitled to 
equitable to~l ing).~ As will discussed, these cases have little or no applicability to the 
issues before the court. 
Jensen cites to one ldaho case holding that a defendant should not be deemed 
on notice of a judgment when the failure is that of their attorney in relaying the proper 
' In Idaho, equitable tolling of the statute of limitations has been recognized in the context of a post- 
conviction relief petition. See lsaak v. State, 132 ldaho 369, 972 P.2d 1097 (Ct. App. 1999). However, the 
Court is unable to find any equitable tolling cases in ldaho on point with the case at hand. 
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information to the client. See ldaho State Police ex rel. Russell v. Real Property 
Situated in County of Cassia, 144 ldaho 60, 156 P.3d 561 (2007). Jensen urges that the 
Public Defender's failure to transmit the necessary documents to her should also allow 
her to extend the limitations period for challenging the Order of Restitution. However, 
the relief sought in Russell was pursuant to a Rule 60 (b) motion to set aside the 
judgment, not pursuant to a request to extend the time for appeal. As will be discussed, 
the distinction is significant. 
The Court is unpersuaded that the cases cited above apply directly to this case, 
especially in light I.R.C.P. 77(d) which provides that, "lack of notice of entry of an order 
or judgment does not affect the time to appeal or file a post judgment motion within the 
time allowed, except where there is no showing of mailing by the clerk in the court 
records and the party affected thereby had no actual notice." In the present case, the 
certificate of service attached to the Order of Restitution shows that the order was 
served on the Twin Falls County Public Defender's office. As such, Rule 77(d) operates 
to start the 42 limitation period running on the date of the entry of the order. Admittedly 
this rule is harsh. But it presents a "bright line" judicial determination that controls a 
litigant's appeal rights. In light of this rule this Court does not have the legal power 
under out current rules to extend Jensen's appeal time. "The time prescribed by these 
rules for any act, except the physical filing of a notice of appeal.. . may be enlarged .... 
I.A.P. 46. (Emphasis added). 
However, even if the Court accepts Jensen's argument and assumes that 
equitable tolling of some sort is appropriate in this case and that service of the Order of 
Restitution to the Public Defender's office does not constitute notice to Jensen, her 
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motion is still time barred. In the cases cited by Jensen the defendants were allowed the 
limitations period on their habeas corpus petition to be extended until the time when 
they had actual notice of the prior order. See Woodward, 263 F.3d 1135; Phillips, 216 
F.3d 508; Knight, 292 F.3d 709. As noted above the Court has found that Jensen 
received actual notice of the Order of Restitution no later than December 13, 2007. 
Accepting this as the time when the 42 day limitation began to run under I.C. 19- 
5304(10), Jensen did not file her motion until March 6, 2008 nearly three months after 
Jensen had actual notice of the Order of Restitution. This is beyond the 42 day time limit 
imposed under I.C. 19-5304(10). Moreover, her Motion to Proceed with an Untimely 
Appeal is not itself a notice of appeal. Those cases which recognize extensions of time 
for the filing of pleadings based upon equitable considerations do not extend a party's 
appeal rights indefinitely. At most, they recalculate the time for appeal to the time a 
party has actual notice of a judgment as opposed to actual entry of judgment. Jensen's 
motion is not a substitute for a properly filed appeal notice. 
For the reasons set forth above her Motion to Proceed with an Untimely Appeal 
is DENIED. 
2. Jensen May Not Challenge the Restitution Order Pursuant to Certain 
Provisions of I.R.C.P. 60(b) . 
The Court recognizes that the right to grant or deny relief under the provisions of 
I.R.C.P. 60(b) is a discretionary one. Johnston v. Pascoe, 100 Idaho 414, 599 P.2d 985 
(1979). The Court also recognizes that the Court must act within the bounds of the law 
and make a reasoned decision on the motion before the Court. 
Jensen has filed two motions pursuant to I.R.C.P. 60(b). The first motion is 
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contained in her pro per pleading entitled Appeal of Order of Restitution filed on June 
30, 2008. As required by I.R.C.P. 7(b) (1) therein she cites I.R.C.P. 60(b) and generally 
pleads the basis for her motion, including that she has a "meritorious defense" to what 
essentially is a default judgment rendered against her without notice. 
Jensen's second motion was filed by the public defender's office. Likewise, it 
cites Rule 60(b) and by reference to the affidavit of counsel filed with the motion, 
articulates the general basis for the motion. It does not, however, plead a meritorious 
defense. Neither motion articulates which portion of I.R.C.P. 60(b) constitutes the basis 
for her claim of relief 
At the time Jensen filed her pro per motion I.R.C.P. 60(b) provided as follows: 
Mistakes, Inadvertence, Excusable Neglect, Newly Discovered 
Evidence, Fraud, Grounds for Relief From Judgment on Order. On 
motion and upon such terms as are just, the court may relieve a party or 
his legal representative from a final judgment, order, or proceeding for the 
following reasons: (1) mistake, inadvertence, surprise, or excusable 
neglect; (2) newly discovered evidence which by due diligence could not 
have been discovered in time to move for a new trial under Rule 59(b); (3) 
fraud (whether heretofore denominated intrinsic or extrinsic), 
misrepresentation, or other misconduct of an adverse party; (4) the 
judgment is void; (5) the judgment has been satisfied, released, or 
discharged, or a prior judgment upon which it is based has been reversed 
or otherwise vacated, or it is no longer equitable that the judgment should 
have prospective application; or (6) any other reason justifying relief from 
the operation of the judgment. The motion shall be made within a 
reasonable time, and for reasons (I), (2), (3) and (6) not more than six (6) 
months after the judgment, order, or proceeding was entered or taken. 
I.R.C.P. 60(b) (emphasis added). 
However, the Rule has been amended as of July, 1 2008 to allow for a 
"reasonable time" when dealing with relief requested under 60(b) (6). Other than this 
change the Rule remains the same. 
Previously and at all times applicable to this case Rule 60(b) also provided: 
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This rule does not limit the power of a court to: (i) entertain an 
independent action to relieve a party from a judgment, order or proceeding, or (ii) 
to set aside, as provided by law, within one (1) year after judgment was entered, 
a judgment obtained against a party who was not personally served with 
summons and complaint . . . and who has failed to appear. . . . 
I.R.C.P. 60(b). 
As this Court noted in its opinion dated July 16, 2008, it is unclear whether the 
time constraint set forth in I.C. 19-5304(10) (within forty-two (42) days of the entry of the 
order of restitution) "trumps" the time restraints of I.R.C.P. 60(b) when considering the 
timeliness of a filing under Rule 60(b). The Court has found no case law directly on 
point answering this question. If this statute applies, Jensen's motions are clearly time 
barred. At oral argument the State did not clearly articulate its position on this issue. 
Rather it argued that even if the Court permitted "equitable tolling" of the appeal time, 
that Jensen was well beyond 42 days within which to appeal or file a Rule 60(b) motion 
following discovery of the order. 
In the absence of contrary appellate opinion the Court holds as a matter of law 
that the 42 day limitation provided in I.C. $19-5304(10) does not preclude Jensen's 
Motion provided she has complied with the time requirements of Rule 60(b). The 
statute provides that a defendant "may, within forty-two (42) days of the entry of the 
order of restitution, request relief from the restitution order." Id. (emphasis added). A 
plain reading of the statute gives a defendant the right, but the mandatory duty, to file 
within 42 days. Criminal statutes should be strictly construed in favor of the accused. 
State v. Mills, 128 Idaho 426, 429, 91 3 P.2d 1196, 1199 (Ct. App. 1996). Recognizing 
that a restitution order is a civil judgment, the Court nevertheless believes that the 
principles of statutory construction governing criminal cases apply here. Therefore, the 
OPINION - 10 
Court concludes that the statute does not preclude Jensen's Motion pursuant to Rule 
60(b) under the facts of this case. 
As noted above, Jensen's pro per motion was not filed until June 30, 2008. Of 
all of the six specifically listed grounds that could be asserted pursuant to Rule 60(b), 
only reasons (1) or (6) seem applicable in this case. Indeed, at oral argument her 
counsel stated that one of her grounds was "excusable neglect or error." On June 30, 
2008 Jensen was subject to the time constraints under the previous version of Rule 
60(b) which required her to file her motion under grounds (I) ,  (2), (3) and (6) within 6 
months after entry of the judgment. As such, even if the time constraints under Rule 
60(b) govern this case rather than those set forth in I.C. 19-5304(10), the motion is still 
time barred because Jensen failed to file her motion within 6 months concerning these 
four grounds as required by I.R.C.P. 60(b). By rule the motion asserting those grounds 
-
must have been filed within 6 months of July 13, 2007, the date of entry of judgment. 
Clearly it was not. Even if the court commenced the running of this time to file from the 
date she had actual notice of the Order, the motion is still time barred. 
The motion filed by the Public Defender's office on September 15, 2008 is also 
barred under Rule 60(b), but for a different reason. Even assuming arguendo that this 
motion can be filed a second time (because the first motion had not been ruled on by 
the time of filing) and that it was filed within a "reasonable time" as required by current 
Rule 60(b), the motion does not assert a meritorious defense to the Order of Restitution. 
A party who seeks to set aside a default judgment must not only meet the requirements 
of Rule 60(b), but they must also plead facts with particularity, which, if established, 
would constitute a meritorious defense to the action. Idaho State Police ex re/. Russell, 
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144 ldaho 60, 15 P.3d at 563. Jensen did not do so in this motion. Nor did she file this 
latter motion as an "amended motion1' incorporating the grounds set forth in Jensen's 
pro per motion. The pleading filed by Jensen's public defender is insufficient as a basis 
to provide Jensen relief. 
3. Jensen's Motion is Not Time Barred Under Other Provisions of Rule 60(b). 
Jensen's pro per motion filed on June 29, 2008 is not a model of pleading clarity. 
However, the pleading cites I.R.C.P. 60(b) as the basis for her motion and specifically 
asserts grounds in support of the motion: (1) the order was not submitted within a 
reasonable time; (2) the case was closed at the time the order was submitted; (3) the 
court did not have jurisdiction to enter the order; (4) Jensen did not have notice of the 
proposed order; (5) Jensen did not have an opportunity to contest the proposed order 
and present evidence concerning her financial resources, needs and earning ability. 
"An application to the court for an order shall be made by motion which, unless made 
during a hearing or trial, shall be made in writing, shall state with particularity the 
grounds therefore including the number of the applicable civil rule, if any, under which it 
is filed, and shall set forth the relief or order sought." I.R.C.P. 7(b)(l). Jensen's motion 
meets the requirements of this rule. 
The ldaho Supreme Court has recently addressed a similar issue when reviewing 
a pleading under the standards set forth in I.R.C.P. 8: 
Generally, a claim for relief need contain only "a short and plain statement of the 
claim showing that the pleader is entitled to relief ...." I.R.C.P. 8(a)(l). Under 
notice pleading, "a party is no longer slavishly bound to stating particular theories 
in its pleadings." Cook v. Skyline Corp., 135 ldaho 26, 33, 13 P.3d 857, 864 
(2000) (citation omitted). A complaint need only state claims upon which relief 
may be granted. Id. at 34, 13 P.3d at 865. A party's pleadings should be liberally 
construed to secure a just, speedy and inexpensive resolution of the case. 
Vendelin v. Costco Wholesale Corp., 140 ldaho 41 6, 427, 95 P.3d 34, 45 (2004) 
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(citations omitted). The emphasis is to insure that a just result is accomplished, 
rather than requiring strict adherence to rigid forms of pleading. Id. "The key 
issue in determining the validity of a complaint is whether the adverse party is put 
on notice of the claims brought against it." Id. 
Seinegar Law Office, PA. v. North Pacific Ins. Co., 145 ldaho 241, 178 P.3d 606, 61 2- 
The Court recognizes that the pleading requirements of I.R.C.P. 7 and I.R.C.P. 8 
are different. But the pleading principles underlying both rules are similar. Both require 
only enough specificity to allow the opposing party the opportunity to respond to the 
relief sought. As was the case of the pleadings in Seinegar, the motions in this case are 
far from a model of draftsmanship and standing alone might not comply with Rule 60(b). 
But at oral argument counsel argued that: (1) Jensen's motion was filed within one year 
of judgment; (2) the court lacked jurisdiction under State v. Ferguson, 138 ldaho 659, 67 
P.3d 1271 (Ct. App. 2002); (3) that there was a significant lapse of time between the 
judgment of conviction and entry the Order of Restitution; and (4) that Jensen did not 
receive due process because she had no notice of the restitution request. In fairness to 
the State, Jensen did not clearly articulate the one yeartindependent judgment portion 
of Rule 60(b) until oral argument. Nevertheless, the State never argued that Jensen's 
motion(s) lacked specificity; nor did the State object to counsel's argument or ask for 
additional time to respond to this portion of her argument. 
Applying the above stated pleading principles to this case, the Court finds that 
Jensen has established grounds for relief from the Order of Restitution. These reasons 
support an "independent ground to relieve a party from judgment" within one year after 
judgment was entered pursuant to I.R.C.P. 60. Jensen clearly stated in her motion that 
she was not served with a notice of hearing (either personally or through counsel). The 
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Court's review of this file confirms this assertion. The judgment of conviction was 
entered on March 1, 2001. The judgment makes no mention of restitution. A restitution 
hearing was scheduled for April 17, 2001 and then rescheduled until April 24, 2001. The 
later hearing did not occur. On April 20, 2001 the State filed a Supplemental Response 
to Request for Discovery. As an exhibit thereto, the stated restitution request to date 
was $14,745.86, not $22,500 as ultimately ordered by the court. No restitution hearing 
was ever held. There are no court minutes or orders in the file explaining why the 
restitution hearings were vacated. A Rule 35 Motion was filed and heard and the case 
proceeded through the appellate process. The Court of Appeals affirmed Jensen's 
sentence in March 2002 and a Remittitur followed in June 2002. Court exhibits were 
released to the parties in April 2004. Absolutely no other action took place in this case 
until the Order of Restitution was executed on July 13, 2007.' The record is devoid of 
explanation why the State waited 5 years from resolution of the criminal case to submit 
a restitution order. 
As Jensen alleges in her pro per motion "Each party shall have the right to 
present such evidence as may be relevant to the issue of restitution . . . "I.C. §19- 
5304(6). Jensen's failure to receive notice of a request for restitution is the equivalent 
of a party's failure to receive notice of a lawsuit by service of a summons and complaint. 
Notice is a prerequisite to the entry of a judgment in a civil action. ("No claim, 
controversy or dispute may be submitted to any court in the state for determination or 
judgment without filing a complaint or petition as provided in these rules' nor shall any 
* The Order of Restitution contains clear errors. It speaks of restitution being monitored thru the "Probation Office" 
and pursuant to a schedule as set by the "Department of Probation and Parole." Jensen is not 011 probation. It 
appears to the Court that this Order is a form order submitted to the Court exparte and without appropriate 
consideration of either the facts or procedural history of this case. 
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judgment or decree be entered by any court without service of process upon all parties 
affected by such judgment or decree in the manner prescribed by these rules.") 
I.R.C.P. 3(a) (I). 
The Compensation of Victims of Crimes Act (I.C. §19-5301) does not set forth a 
procedural format for deciding restitution issues. In the absence of a statutory 
procedure, the Court concludes that the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure must apply. 
The most basic principles of due process under our rules of civil procedure mandate 
service of a notice of claim and a right to hearing before judgment is entered. That did 
not occur in this case. Jensen has asserted these failings in her pro per motion. It was 
filed within one year of entry of judgment. The State was placed on notice of the nature 
of her claims. She properly seeks relief functionally equivalent to an independent action 
to relieve a party from judgment. Jensen has timely established grounds for relief from 
the Order of Restitution. 
CONCLUSION 
For the foregoing reasons set forth above the defendant's Motion to Proceed with 
Untimely Appeal is DENIED. Jensen's Motions under Rule 60(b) are DENIED to the 
extent it seeks relief under subsections (1) to (6) of the rule. Jensen's motion to set the 
Order of Restitution aside as an independent action is GRANTED because Jensen did 
not have actual notice of the State's ultimate restitution request. Nor did Jensen have 
the opportunity to present evidence relevant to the issue of restitution as required by 
I.C. §19-5304 (6). The Order of Restitution is set aside effective immediately. 
The Court expresses no opinions concerning the merits of the State's request for 
restitution or any opinions concerning Jensen's objections thereto. If the State wishes 
OPINION - 15 
to pursue restitution it shall file a formal motion therefore within 30 days of the date of 
this memorandum and shall thereafter expeditiously schedule this matter for a 
restitution hearing. If the State fails to file a motion within the stated time, it shall be 
deemed to have waived any claim for restitution against this defendant. 
Dated this day of October, 2008. 
// ' 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the q day of &BR 2008, 1 caused to be served a true 
and correct copy of the foregoing, by the method indicated below, and addressed to the 
following: 
Grant Loebs ( ) U.S. Mail 
Twin Falls County Prosecuting Attorney ( ) Hand delivered 
P.O. Box 126 ( ) Faxed 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 (4Cout-t Folder 
( ) U.S. Mail 
Marilyn Paul ( ) Hand delivered 
Twin Falls County Public Defender 
P.O. Box 126 &zdFolder 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
Vicki Jensen 
PWCC U-2 #62794 
1451 Fore Road 
Pocatello, Idaho 83204 
( ~ u . s .  Mail 
( ) Hand delivered 
( ) Faxed 
( ) Court Folder 
Clerk U 
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N THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 
VICKI JENSEN, 
Defendants. 
) 
) CASE NO. CR 00-0830 
) 
j 
) ORDER DENYING MOTION TO 
) EXTEND APPEAL TIME AND 
) ORDER DENYING IN PART AND ) GRANTING IN PART MOTION 
) PURSUANT TO RULE 60 B 
1 
For the reasons set forth in the Court's memorandum opinion, IT IS HEREBY 
ORDERED that the defendant's Motion to Proceed with Untimely Appeal is DENIED. 
Jensen's Motions under Rule 60(b) are DENIED to the extent they seek relief under 
subsections (1) to (6) of the rule. Jensen's Motion to set the Order of Restitution aside 
as an independent action is GRANTED, effective immediately. 
If the State wishes to pursue restitution it shall file a formal motion therefore 
within 30 days of the date of this ORDER and shall thereafter expeditiously schedule 
this matter for a restitution hearing. If the State fails to file a motion within the stated 
time, it shall be deemed to have waived any claim for restitution against-thisdefendant. 
, 
_," 
7 day of October, 2008. ,,A,- Dated this 
ORDER - 1 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
octllh 
I hereby certify that on the q day of &ELI-2008, I caused to be served a true 
and correct copy of the foregoing, by the method indicated below, and addressed to the 
following: 
Grant Loebs ( ) U.S. Mail 
Twin Falls County Prosecuting Attorney ( ) Hand delivered 
P.O. Box 126 ( ) Faxed 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 ( S/Court Folder 
( ) U.S. Mail 
Marilyn Paul ( ) Hand delivered 
Twin Falls County Public Defender ( ) Faxed 
P.O. Box 126 ( flourt Folder 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
Vicki Jensen 
PWCC U-2 #62794 
1451 Fore Road 
Pocatello, Idaho 83204 
ORDER - $l/ 
( (u.s. Mail 
( ) Hand delivered 
( ) Faxed 
( ) Court Folder 
, h l U  TC 
Clerk 
GRANT P. LOEBS 
Prosecuting Attonley 
for Twill Falls Couilty 
P.O. Box 126 
Twill Falls, ID 83301 
Phone: (208) 736-4020 
Fax: (208) 736-4120 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE 
OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) Case No. CR 2000-830 
1 
Plaintiff, 1 
) 
VS. ) MOTION FOR AMENDED 
) ORDER OF RESTITUTION 
VICICI ARLENE JENSEN, ) 
) 
Defendailt . ) 
COMES NOW the Twill Falls County Prosecuting Attorney's Office by and through its 
Attorney of Record, Grant P. Loebs, Prosecuting Attorney, and nloves the Court for an Amended 
Order of Restitution in the above-entitled action. 
This motion is made for the following reasons: 
1. On July 13, 2007, the Honorable Judge G. Richard Bevan signed an Order of 
Restitzitiolz in this case. Restitution totaled $22,500.00, with the entire ainount to 
MOTION FOR AMENDED ORDER OF RESTITUTION - 1 
6 2 C L -  
\ 
t 1"- 
be paid to the Idaho Industrial Commission, joint and several with co-defendants 
Mathew Madison Pearson, CR 2000-504, and Autumn Marie Pauls, CR 2000- 
502. 
2. On October 9,2008, the Honorable Judge Randy J. Stoker issued his Order 
Denying Motion to Extend Appeal Time and Order Denying in Part and Granting 
in Part Motion Pul*sualzt to Rule 60(b), wherein the State, if it wished to pursue 
restitution, was directed to file a foimal motion and schedule this matter for a 
restitutioil hearing. 
Therefore, the State would request this matter be set for a Restitution Hearing at the 
Court's earliest convenience. 
Grant P. Loebs 
Prosecuting Attorney 
MOTION FOR AMENDED ORDER OF RESTITUTION - 2 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on tbe , 8 ? a y  of October 2008,I served a copy of the foregoing 
MOTION FOR AMENDED ORDER OF RESTITUTION thereof into the inail slot for THE 
OFFICE OF THE PUBLIC DEFENDER located at the District Court Services Office and for 
delivery on the ~egular delivery route made eveiy illoi-niilg and aftei-nooll to all Courthouse 
offices receiving inail fi-om the Prosecutor's Office. 
Executive Assistant 
MOTION FOR AMENDED ORDER OF RESTITUTION - 3 
OFFICE OF THE PUBLIC DEFENDER 
Attorneys at Law 
P.O. Box 126 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-01 26 
(208) 734-1 155 
ISB #4444 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 
VICKI JENSEN, J 
Defendant. 
1 cA 
1 CASE NO. 00-830 
1 
1 OBJECTION TO PROPOSED 
1 ORDER OF RESTITUTION 
1 AND MEMORANDUM 
1 
1 
1 
COMES NOW, Vicki Jensen, by and through her attorney, Marilyn B. Paul, and hereby 
objects to the State's proposed Order of Restitution. This objection is made upon the grounds 
and for the reasons that Ms. Jensen's sentenced to serve a fixed life term of imprisonment and 
thus is not anticipated to be able to discharge the proposed restitution. Further, Ms. Jensen notes 
that Idaho Code 5 19-5305 does not appear to address what entity is anticipated to request 
execution of judgment on any order of restitution upon an incarcerated person, other than to say 
that "...an order of restitution may be recorded as a judgment and the victim may execute as 
provided by law for civil judgments." 
A hearing is requested in this matter. 
OBJECTION TO PROPOSED ORDER 
OF RESTITUTION AND MEMORANDUM 1 
MEMORANDUM 
Idaho Code 5 19-5304 (5) sets foi-th that restitution may be ordered even if a person is 
incarcerated. In candor to the Court it is also noted that in State v. Bybee, 11 5 Idaho 541, 768 
P.2d 804 (Ct. App. 1989) that $1,600,000 restitution was ordered on a sixty-one year old 
defendant with no assets who was sentenced to an indeterminate fourteen years. In that matter, 
the order was present so that if the defendant in that case obtained assets, then the judgment 
could be executed upon. 
However, Ms. Jensen notes that I.C. 5 19-5304 (2) and (3) also states that the Court has 
the power to determine that an order of restitution may be inappropriate or undesirable, and that 
any restitution ordered may be complete, partial or nominal. 
I.C. tj 19-5304 (7) states, "[tlhe court, in determining whether to order such restitution 
and the amount of such restitution, shall consider the amount of economic loss sustained by the 
victim as a result of the offense, the financial resources, needs and earning ability of the 
defendant, and such other factors as the court deems appropriate." 
According to Ms. Jensen , both her financial resources and her earning ability are 
nominal. She has prison employment which pays approximately $0.20 per hour 
I.C. tj 19-5304 (7) goes on to state, "The immediate inability to pay restitution by a 
defendant shall not be, in and of itself, a reason not to order restitution". Ms. Jensen notes that 
her difficulty in paying the proposed amount of restitution is not confirmed to the immediate 
future but extends into the foreseeable future. 
Because the existence of assets as well as earning ability are subject to consideration, as 
well as the existence and the amount of a restitution order; Ms. Jensen assei-ts that whether or not 
OBJECTION 1'0 PROPOSED ORDER 
OF RESTITUTION AND MEMORANDUM 
she is susceptible to execution of a judgment, and consideration of who may execute a judgment, 
are appropriate for consideration by the court. 
CONCLUSION 
Ms. Jensen requests that the Court not grant the State's proposed Order of Restitution, 
and that the Court consider the factors set forth in I.C. Q 19-5304 and Q 19-5305 as set forth 
above to grant her relief. 
RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this 3rd day of November, 2008. 
chief pub ' d e f e n d e r  / 
CERTIFICATE OF DELIVERY 
I, the undersigned, hereby certify that I caused a true and correct copy of the foregoing 
OBJECTION TO RESTITUTION was delivered to the office of Grant Loebs, Twin Falls County 
Prosecutor, on th d day of November, 2008. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR TWIN FALLS COUNTY 
Judge: Randy J. Stoker 
Clerk: Dorothy McMullen 
Reporter: Sabrina Torres 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 1 
Plaintiff. 
) 
) Court Minutes 
vs  ) 
) Lbtu2~J case NO. CR 00 - 61% 
) 
Defendant. ) DATE: TIME: 
/ J - / x ~  3:uu PL, - 
Other: 
n+ Defense : 422 Defendant ( L), 
Custody Status ( /& 
BIS-rRIC'r GO!JR'r 
Fifth Jqdicial Cistrict 
County of 7vrrrn pails :-;;ate of !daha 
GRANT P. LOEBS 
Prosecuting Attorney 
for Twin Falls County 
P.O. Box 126 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
Phone: (208) 736-4020 
Fax: (208) 736-4120 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE 
OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
STATE OF IDAHO, 1 Case No. CR 2000-830 
) 
Plaintiff, 1 
) 
VS. 1 AMENDED ORDER OF RESTITUTION 
) 
VICKI ARLENE JENSEN, 
1 
Defendant. 1 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that VICKI ARLENE JENSEN pay restitution in the amount 
of $22,500.00 to the Idaho Industrial Commission, PO Box 83720, Boise, Idaho 83720-0041 
(Reference Nuinber CV 2000-000259). 
That such payments be nzonitored by said Probation Officer through the Probation Office, 
andpaid to the Clerk of the Court, P.O. Box 126, Twin Falls, Idaho, 83303. Payments shall be 
made joint and several with co-defendants Mathew Madison Pearson, CR 2000-504, and Autum~~ 
AMENDED ORDER OF RESTITUTION - 1 
, - 2 0 
Marie Pauls, CR 2000-502. 
A J L w k l .  -- 
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Additionally, pursuant to Idaho Code 5 19-5305, after forty-two (42) days from the entry of 
an Order of Restitution or at the conclusion of a hearing to reconsider an Order of Restitution, 
whichever occurs later, an Order of Restitution may be recorded as a judgment and the victim may 
execute as provided by 1 3 ~  for civil judgments. 
DATED this 1 day of b~ 6 
AMENDED ORDER OF RESTITUTION - 2 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the /%' day of 2008, I seived a copy of 
the foregoing AMENDED ORDER OF RESTITUTION thereof to the following: 
Grant P. Loebs 
Prosecuting Attorney 
1 y/ Court Folder 
Office of the Public Defender [ Court Folder 
Attorney for the Defendant 
Probation and Parole-District V [ r / i  Court Folder 
Central Records 
IDOC 
PO Box 83720 
Boise ID 83720-0018 
/' [ v] U.S. Mail 
Idaho Industrial Commission [Yf U.S. Mail 
PO Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0041 
Deputy Clerk 
&/!'&-A- 
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COMMISSIONERS IDAHO ITNDUSTF~AP, COMMHSSION 
,.II,S , ,I, ~.IIII,IIII:III 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0041 
(208) 334-6000 - FA): (208) 334-2321 
ANGELA BEESON 
TV\IIN FALLS COUNTY PA OFFICE 
P.O. BOX 126 
TWIN FALLS ID 83303- 
Re: CV 2000000259 Aleta D Ray 
CI-iminal Case No.: CR20000000830 
Alleged Offender(s): Viclcie Jensen 
Autumn Pauls 
h/Iatthe\;\/ W Pearson 
Dear Angie: 
To date, the Crime Victinis Compensation Program has paid the following benefits oil 
behalf of Aleta D Ray: 
Aleta K Eddings (funeral expenses) $1,250 0 0  
J W Ray (funeral expenses) - - - - $1,250-00 -- 
Ti6iPdndent" ~ ~ h $ " & ~ ~ e f i t s  (wage loss) $20,000 00 
\--- - -- -.-.- --- -- - "_ - - -  
Jrictim Total $22,500.00 
If you have any questions, please contact me at (800) 950-21 10 ext 6076 or (208) 334- 
6076, or by e-mail at l/baker@iic.idaho.gov. Thank you. 
Sincerely, 
Yvorl~ie Bakes, Reco.vel-y Officer 
Crime Victims Compensation Progsam 
3 17 Mail l  St~.eel, Boisc, ID 
Equal Opl,u~.tunit~ Ei1iployc1 
OFFICE OF THE PUBLIC DEFENDER 
Attorneys at Law 
P.O. Box 126 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
Telephone: (208) 734-1 155 
Fax #: (208) 734-1 161 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
STATE OF IDAHO, 1 
) No. CR 00-830 
PlaintiffIRespondent. ) 
1 
VS. 1 
) NOTICE OF APPEAL 
VICKI ARLENE JENSEN, 1 
1 
DefendantIAppellant. ) 
TO: THE ABOVE NAMED PROSECUTOR, GRANT LOEBS, AND THE CLERK OF THE 
ABOVE ENTITLED COURT. 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT: 
1. The above-named appellant, Vicki A. Jensen, appeals against the above-named 
respondent, the State of Idaho, to the Idaho Supreme Cou1.t from the AMENDED ORDER OF 
RESTITUTION entered 011 December 18,2008, in the Twin Falls County District Court, the 
Honorable Randy J. Stoker, presiding, which was amended from the ORDER OF 
RESTITUTION entered July 13,2007. 
Notice of Appeal 1- 
2. That the party has a right to appeal to the Idaho Supreme Court, and the 
judgment or order described in paragraph 1 is an appealable order under and pursuant to I.A.R. 
1 l(c>(l). 
3. The appellant intends to raise the following issues on appeal, provided that this 
list of issues on appeal is not exhaustive, and shall not prevent the appellant from asserting 
other issues on appeal. 
(a) The entry of any order of restitution due to the loss of jurisdiction due to 
delay between the sentencing and entry of any order of restitution, the 
Rule 35 hearing been completed in 2001, and the Remittitur having 
issued in 2002 . 
4. Appellant requests the preparation of the entire standard clerk's record as 
defined in I.A.R. 25(a) to include the Rule 35 documents and the appellate record. The 
appellant also requests the preparation of the following portions of the reporter's transcript: 
(a) Reporter's Transcript of the Sentencing hearing held on March 15, 
2001. 
(b) Reporter's transcript of the hearing held September 22,2008. 
(c) Reporter's transcript of the hearing held December 15, 2008. 
5. The appellai~t requests the normal clerk's record pursuant to I.A.R. 28(b)(2). 
The appellant requests the followiilg documeilts to be included in the clerk's record, in 
addition to those autoinatically included under I.A.R. 28(b)(2): 
Notice of Appeal 
(a) Judgment of Conviction and Order of Commitment entered on March 
15,2001. 
(b) Order of Restitution, entered July 13,2007; 
(c) All exhibits from the hearing held on September 22,2008. 
(d) All exhibits from the hearing held on December 15,2008. 
6. I certify: 
(a) That a copy of this notice of appeal is being served on the reporter. 
(b) That the appellant is exempt from paying the estimated fee for the 
preparation of the record because the appellant is indigent. (Idaho Code 
3 1-3220,3 1 -3220A, I.A.R. 27(e); 
(c) That there is no appellate filing fee since this is an appeal in a criminal 
case (Idaho Code 3 1-3220, 3 1 -3220A, I.A.R. 23(a)(8); 
(d) That arrangements have been made with Twin Falls County who will be 
responsible for paying for the reporter's transcript, as the client is 
indigent, Idaho Code 3 1-3220,3 1 -3220A, I.A.R. 24(e); 
(e) That service is being made upon all parties required to be served 
pursuant to I.A.R. 20. 
DATED This 24"' day of December, 2008. 
Public ~ e f e n d q /  
Notice of Appeal 
CERTIFICATE OF DELIVERY 
1, the undersigned, hereby certify that on t h e 2  day of December, 2008, NOTICE 
OF APPEAL was served as follows: 
L
By delivering a true and correct copy of the foregoing to the following by placing said 
copy in the appropriately-marked mailboxlfolder located in the Court Services Department of 
the Twin Falls County Courthouse: 
GRANT LOEBS 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
TWIN FALLS COUNTY 
Court Reporter Virginia Bailey (200 1 hearings) 
P.O. Box 126 Sabrina Torres (2008 hearings) 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0126 
By U.S. Mail, with postage prepaid, in an envelope addressed to the following: 
Clerk of the Idaho Supreme Court 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720 
Attorney General's Office 
P.O. Box 83720 Room, 210 
Boise, ID 83720 
Office of the State Appellate Public Defender 
3647 Lake Harbor Lane 
Boise, ID 83706 
Legal Se retary 
Notice of Appeal 
OFFICE OF THE PUBLIC DEFENDER 
Attorneys at Law 
P.O. Box 126 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
Telephone: (208)734-1155 
Fax #: (208) 734-1 161 
Idaho State Bar # 4444 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, CASE NO. CR 00-830 
1 
1 
VS. NOTICE AND ORDER 
1 APPOINTING STATE APPELLATE 
VICKI ARLENE JENSEN, 1 PUBLIC DEFENDER IN DIRECT 
1 APPEAL 
Defendant. 1 
TO: The Office of the Idaho State Appellate Public Defender: 
The above named petitioner/appellant has filed a notice of appeal on December 24, 2008, 
(copy attached) andlor has illoved the Court for appointment of an appellate public defender in 
direct appeal of the Amended Order of Restitution entered December 18, 2008, by Honorable 
Randy J .  Stoker, District Judge, Twin Falls County. 
This Court being satisfied that said defendant-appellant is a needy person entitled to the 
services of the State Appellate Public Defender per $19-863A, Idaho Code, 
ORDER 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, per 5 19-870, Idaho Code, that you are appointed to 
represent the defendant-appellant in all matters as indicated herein, or until relieved by further 
order of the court. 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, pursuant to I.A.R. Rule 1, the parties, the Clerk of the coui-t 
and the Court Reporter, shall follow the established Idaho Appellate Rules in the preparation of 
this appeal record. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the State Appellate Public Defender's Office is 
provided the following information by the Court: 
1) The defendant is in the custody of the Department of Corrections. 
2) A copy of the Judgment of Conviction and Order of Commitment entered on 
March 15,2001. 
3) Order of Restitution, entered on July 13,2007. 
4) A copy of the Notice of Appeal or Application. 
5) A copy of the Register of Actions in this matter. 
6) A copy of the Pre-Sentence Investigation Report. 
IT IS SO ORDERED. 1 I ( ,  
Dated: 
ORDER 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that I have t h i s a  day of opt" 6 ,2008 served a true and 
correct copy of the attached NOTICE AND ORDER APPOINTING STATE APPELLATE 
PUBLIC DEFENDER IN DIRECT APPEAL by placing a copy in the United States mail, 
postage prepaid, addressed to: 
State Appellate Public Defender 
3647 Lake Harbor Lane 
Boise, Idaho 83706 
GRANT P. LOEBS 
Twin Falls County Prosecuting Attorney 
P.O. Box 126 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0126 
TWIN FALLS COUNTY 
PUBLIC DEFENDER 
P.O. Box 126 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0 126 
Court Reporter 
OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 
Statehouse, Room 2 10 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720 
Clerk of the Supreme Court 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720 
ORDER 
-- I I / l  - -- C
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r V t A  ~r , . . ' / ' I  1 . I In the Supreme Court of the State of &QJp 
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b - - _  / I  - STATE OF IDAHO, ) ci i. ,-,-- 1 ---. 0.- I// 1; Plaintiff-Respondent, 1 ORDER AUGMENTINGXPPEAL. i?~"(i 1 y
v. 
VICKI ARLENE JENSEN, 
Defendant- Appellant, 
Supreme Court Docket No. 36018- 
2009 
Twin Falls County Docket No. 
2008-830 
A Reporter's Transcript and Clerk's Record was filed July 26, 200 1, in appeal No. 
27465, State v. Jensen; therefore, good cause appearing, 
IT HEREBY IS ORDERED that the Appeal Record in this case shall be 
AUGMENTED to include the Reporter's Transcript and Clerk's Record filed in prior appeal 
No. 27465. 
IT FURTHER IS ORDERED that the District Court Clerk shall prepare and file a 
LIMITED CLERK'S RECORD with t h ~ s  Court, which shall contain the documents requested in 
the Notice of Appeal, together with a copy of this Order, but shall not duplicate any document 
included in the Clerk's Record filed in prior appeal No. 27465. 
IT FURTHER IS ORDERED that the District Court Reporter shall prepare and 
lodge a SUPPLEMENTAL REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT with the District Court, which shall 
contain the proceedings requested in the Notice of Appeal, but shall not duplicate any 
proceedings included in the Reporter's Transcript filed in prior appeal No. 27465. The 
LIMITED CLERK'S RECORD and REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT shall be filed wit11 this Court 
after settlement. Further, the exhibits submitted in prior appeal No. 27465, which were returned 
to District Court on May 30, 2002, are not covered by this Order and they will not be sent to the 
Supreme Court unless specifically requested by the parties. The party requesting ally or all of 
the prior exhibits mhst specifically designate those exhibits being requested. 
I// 
--!I., , --- 
l 
DATED this 13' day of January 2009. ! 
Stephen W. Kenyon, Clerk 
I,! 
cc: Counsel of Record 
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MOLLY J. HUSKEY 
State Appeilate Public Defender 
State of ldaho 
I.S.B. # 4843 -, 5 , c. ?-.- 
SARA B. THOMAS 
Chief, Appellate Unit 
I.S.B. # 5867 
3647 Lake Harbor Lane 
Boise, ldaho 83703 
(208) 334-271 2 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR TWIN FALLS COUNTY 
STATE OF IDAHO, f 
b 
Plaintiff-Respondent, j CASE 1\10. CR 00-00830 
v. 1 S.C, DOCKET NO. 
\ 
VICKI A. JENSEN, i AMENDED 
1 NOTICE OF APPEAL 
Defendant-Appellant. 
\ 
YO: THE ABOVE-NAMED RESPONDENT, STATE OF IDAHO, AND THE 
PARTY'S AITORNEYS, GRANT LOEBS, TWIN FALLS COUNTY 
PROSECUTOR, P.8. BOX 126, 425 SHOSHONE ST, 4TH FLOOR, TWIN 
FALLS, ID, 83303-0126, AND THE CLERK OF THE ABOVE-ENTITLED 
COURT: 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT: 
1. The above-named appellant appeals against the above-named 
respondent to the ldaho Supreme Court from the Amended Order of Restitution 
entered in the above-entitled action on the 1 ~ ' ~  day of December, 2008, the 
Honorable Randy J. Stoker, presiding. 
2. That the party has a right to appeal to the ldaho Supreme Court, ar~d ?he 
judgments or orders described in paragraph 1 above are appealable orders 
under and pursuant to ldaho Appellate Rule (1.A.R.) 14 (@(I-lo). 
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3. A preliminary statement of the issues on appeal, which the appellant then 
intends to assert in the appeal, provided any such list of issues on appeal shall 
not prevent the appellant from asserting other issues on appeal, is: 
(a) Did the district court err when it entered an order of restitution as it had 
lost jurisdiction due to the delay between the sentencing and enty of an 
order of restitution, the Rule 35 hearing been completed in 2007, and the 
Remittitur having been issued in 20027 
4. There is a portion of tne record that is sealed. That portion of the record 
that is sealed is the Pre-Sentence Investigation Report (PSI). 
5. Reporter's Transcript. The appellant requests the preparation of the 
entire reporter's standard transcript as defined in I.A.R. 25(c). The appellant 
also requests the preparation of the additional portions of the reporter's 
transcript: 
(a) Hearing held on September 22, 2008 (Court: Reporter: Sabrina 
Vasquez, no estimation of pages was listed on the Register of 
Adions); 
(b) Hearing held 013 December 75, 2008 (Court Reporter: Sabrina 
Vasquez, no estimation of pages was listed on the Register of 
Actions); 
6. Clerk's Record. The appellant requests the standard clerk's record 
pursuant to I.A.R. 28(b)(2). The appellant requests the following documents to 
be included in the clerk's record, in addition to those awtomatically included under 
I.A.R. 28(b)(2): 
AMENDED NOTICE OF APPEAL - Page 2 
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(a) All exhibits from the hearings held on Sept 22, 2008, and 
December 15,2008; 
(b) Letter from Defendant filed Mav 21.2008; 
(c) Copv of Letter from Court to Defendant filed Julv 7. 2008; 
(d) Letter from Resource Center Privileged Mail Lon filed July 75. 
2008- 
-9 
(e) Letter to Judge from Defendant filed J u l ~  15, 2008; 
(f) Notice of Intent to Present Live Testimonv filed September 9, 2008; 
(g) Affidavit of Marilyn P. Paul filed Se~tember 15. 2008; 
(h) Objection to Proposed Order of Restitution and Memorandum filed 
November 3.2008; 
(i) Anv exhibits, including but not limited to letters or victim impact 
statements, PSI, addendurns to the PSI or other items offered at 
sentencing hearina or anv other hearing; and 
(j) (Transcript of Victim's Statements and Sentencincs Hearing held on 
March 14, 2001, alreadv included in Supreme Court Docket No. 
27465). 
7. 1 certify: 
(a) That a copy ~f this Amended Notice of Appeal has been served on 
the Court Reporter, Sabrina Vasquez; 
(b) That the appellant is exempt From paying the estimated fee for the 
preparation of the record because the appellant is indigent. (Idaho 
Code $5 31 -3220, 31 -3220A, I.A.R. 24(e)); 
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(c) That there is no appellate filing fee since this is an appeal in a 
criminal case (I.C. $5 31-3220, 31-3220A, I.A.R. 23(a)(8)); 
(d) That arrangements have been made with Twin Falls County who 
will be responsible for paying far the reporter's transcript, as the 
client is indigent, Idaho Code 55 31-3220, 31-322OA, I.A.R. 24(e); 
(e) That service has been made upon all parties required to be served 
pursuant to 1.A.R 20. 
DATED this 27th day of January, 2009. 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that I have this 27'h day of January, 2009. caused a 
true and correct copy of the attached AMENDED NOTICE OF APPEAL to be 
placed in the United States mail, postage prepaid, addressed to: 
MARILYN B PAUL 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 
231 4TH AVE N 
PO BOX 126 
W I N  FALLS ID 83303 0126 
SABRINA VASQUEZ 
COURT REPORTER 
PO BOX 126 
TWIN FALLS ID 83303 0126 
GRANT LOEBS 
TWIN FALLS COUNTY PROSECUTORS OFFICE 
PO BOX 126 
425 SHOSHONE ST 43H FLOOR 
TWIN FALLS ID 83303 0126 
KENNETH K JORGENSEN 
DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL 
CRIMINAL DIVISION 
PO BOX 83720 
BOISE ID 83720 0010 
Hand delivered to Attorney General's mailbox at Supreme Court 
HEATHER R. CRAWFORD 
Administrative Assistant 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
STATE OF IDAHO, 1 
) SUPREME COURT NO. 36018-2009 
PlaintifftRespondent, 1 DISTRICT COURT NO. CR 00-830 
1 
VS. 1 
1 CLERK'S CERTIFICATE 
VICKI JENSEN, 
I, KRISTINA GLASCOCK, Clerk of the District Court of the Fifth Judicial 
District of the State of Idaho, in and for the County of Twin Falls, do hereby certify that the 
foregoing CLERK'S RECORD on Appeal in this cause was compiled and bound under my 
direction and is a true, correct and complete Record of the pleadings and documents requested by 
Appellate Rule 28. 
I do fkrther certify that all exhibits, offered or admitted in the above-entitled 
cause, will be duly lodged with the Clerk of the Supreme Court. 
WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of the said Court 
this 1 1' day of February, 2009. 
KRISTINA GLASCOCK 
Gle4:k of the District Court 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
1 SUPREME COURT NO. 3601 8-2009 
PlaintiffIRespondent, ) DISTRICT COURT NO. CR 00-830 
) 
VS. 1 
) CERTIFICATE OF EXHIBITS 
VICKI JENSEN, 1 
1 
DefendantIAppellant, ) 
I, KRISTINA GLASCOCK, Clerk of the District Court of the Fifth Judicial District of 
the State of Idaho, in and for the County of Twin Falls, do hereby certify: 
That the following is a list of exhibits to the record that have been filed during the 
course of this case. 
Defendant's Exhibit 1, IDOC Offender Concern Form dated 11-15-2007 
Defendant's Exhibit 2, IDOC Offender Concern Form dated 11-21-2007 
Defendant's Exhibit 3, IDOC Offender Concern Form dated 12-04-2007 
Defendant's Exhibit 4, Letter from Vicki Jensen 
Defendant's Exhibit 5, Letter from Vicki Jensen 
Defendant's Exhibit 6, Copy of Motion to Proceed with an Untimely Appeal 
In WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of the said 
Court this 1 1"' day of February, 2009. 
KRISTINA GLASCOCK 
Clerk of the District Court 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
STATE OF IDAHO, 1 
1 SUPREME COURT NO. 36018-2009 
PlaintiffIRespondent , 1 DISTRICT COURT NO. CR 00-830 
1 
VS. ) CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
1 
VICKI JENSEN, 1 
1 
Defendant/ Appellant, 1 
I, KRISTINA GLASCOCK, Clerk of the District Court of the Fifth Judicial District of 
the State of Idaho, in and for the County of Twin Falls, do hereby certify that I have 
personally served or mailed, by United States Mail, one copy of the CLERK'S RECORD and 
REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT to each of the Attorneys of Record in this cause as follows: 
MOLLY HUSKEY 
State Public Defender 
3647 Lake Harbor Lane 
Boise, Idaho 83703 
LAWRENCE WASDEN 
Attorney General 
Statehouse Mail Room 210 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, Idaho 83720-0010 
ATTORNEY FOR APPELLANT ATTORNEY FOR RESPONDENT 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of said this 1 I"' 
day of February, 2009. 
KRISTINA GLASCOCK 
C)erk of the District Court 
/- 
eputy Clerk 
-? 
